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WAY 11 WZ 

JAMES K. DEMPSEY, CLEW 

ty |L CERVANTES) OWflY 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY ) 

INTERNATIONAL, A California ) 

not-for-profit religious ) 

corporation, ) 

) 

Plaintiff, ) 


) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

vs. ) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

GERALD ARMSTRONG and DOES 1 ) 

through 25, inclusive, ) 

) 

Defendants. ) 

_ ) 


No. BC 052 395 

REQUEST FOR JUDICIAL NOTICE OF 
DOCUMENTS BY AMICUS CURIAE 
JOSEPH A. YANNY, DECLARATION OF 
GRAHAM E. BERRY AND DOCUMENTS 
TO BE JUDICIALLY NOTICED 

Date: May 14, 1992 

Time: 8:30 a.m. 

Dept. 86 

[Filed in association with 
amicus curiae brief of JOSEPH 
A. YANNY in opposition to 
plaintiffs' Order to Show Cause 
re Preliminary Injunction, 
Declaration of Graham E. Berry 
and Exhibits, Deposition 
Transcripts of Gerald A. 
Armstrong ] 

No Trial Date 
No Discovery Cut-off 
No Motion Cut-off 
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I. Amicus curiae Joseph A. Yanny hereby requests the court to 
take judicial notice of the following documents: 

A. Document dated 17 Feb. 82 entitled "Gerry Armstrong 

project." 

B. Press report entitled "Scientology - Police Chief 
condemns ex-cop's eavesdropping." 

C. Plaintiffs' opposition to defendants' motion for 
summary judgment in Bent Corvdon v. Michael Flvnn. et al . 

D. Memorandum of Decision, United States Court of 
Appeals for the Ninth Circuit, July 11, 1991, Vicki J. Aznaran. et 
al. v. Church of Scientology of California, et al . 


E. Notice of Motion and Motion for Preliminary 


Injunction filed in Vicki J. Aznaran. et al. v. Church of 
Scientology of California et al . 

II. This request for judicial notice is being filed for the 
reasons set forth in the attached declaration of Graham E. Berry. 


Dated: May 11, 1992. 


Respectfully submitted 


LEWIS, D'AMATO, BRISBOIS & BISGAARD 
DAVID B. PARKER 
GRAHAM E. BERRY 
JAYESH PATEL 



Rqjudnot.m09 


2 


000185 














1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 



DECLARATION OF GRAHAM E. BERRY 


I, Graham E. Berry, hereby declare and state: 

1. I am an attorney duly licensed to practice before the 
Courts in the State of California, and I am a member of the law 
firm of Lewis, D'Amato, Brisbois, & Bisgaard, attorneys of record 
for amicus curiae Joseph A. Yanny, Esq. in this action. 

2. I have personal knowledge of the facts contained in this 
declaration and could and would competently testify to those those 
facts if called upon to do so. As to those matters which are 
stated to be upon information and belief, I believe them to be 
true. 

3. This supplemental declaration is offered in support of 
Joseph A. Yanny's amicus curiae brief in opposition to plaintiffs' 
order to show cause re preliminary injunction. 

4. The attached documents (A through E) of which the court 
is requested to take judicial notice were discovered during a 
document review in preparation for the upcoming trial in Religious 
Technology Center et al. v. Joseph a. Yanny et al .. BC 033 035. 
That document review took place at the law offices of Lewis, 
D'Amato, Brisbois & Bisgaard on Saturday, May 9, 1992. During 
that document review I discovered the documents A through E hereto 
which are relevant to the court's decision herein. With regard to 
Exhibit B I believe I had previously seen this document but was 
not aware of its whereabouts. 

5. Exhibit A ("Gerry Armstrong project") is offered in 
support of Joseph A. Yanny's arguments regarding unclean hands at 
pp. 12:24-13:9 of his amicus curiae brief. 

6. Exhibit B, the copy of the press report, is offered in 
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support of footnote 1 on page 2 of the amicus curiae brief of 
Joseph A. Yanny in opposition to plaintiffs' order to show cause 
re preliminary injunction. 

7. Exhibit C, Plaintiffs' opposition to Defendants' motion 
for summary judgment in the Corvdon v. Flvnn litigation, is 
offered in support of Joseph A. Yanny's arguments that injunctive 
relief should be denied, Amicus Curiae Brief pp. 6-11. 
Specifically, the declaration of Bent Corydon dated January 7, 
1990 refers to the suppression of witnesses such as Armstrong: 
paragraph 6, page 21:7; paragraph 8, page 22 lines 7-24; and 
paragraph 9, page 22:25-2:7. Those portions of the Corydon 
declaration support the argument set forth in the amicus curiae 
brief of Joseph A. Yanny, pages 7:6-10:6. 

8. The court is respectfully referred to Exhibit E hereto. 
First, the court is referred to Exhibit G of Exhibit E which is a 
declaration of Kendrick L. Moxon. In paragraph 3 of that 
declaration, Mr. Moxon describes mutual release agreements with 
Vicki and Richard Aznaran which contain similar or identical 
provisions to the ones Scientology now seeks to enforce against 
Gerald Armstrong. Second,, the court is respectfully referred to 
Exhibit A & B of Exhibit E hereto. Specifically, paragraph 6 and 
8 of both "settlement agreements" contain almost identical 
provisions to the ones that Scientology seeks to enforce against 
Armstrong herein. 

9. The court is respectfully referred to Exhibit D hereto 
which is the memorandum of the Ninth Circuit of Appels for the 
Ninth Circuit. We are not aware of any rule which prevents 
unpublished night circuit opinions being cited in the state 
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courts. 



In particular, the court is respectfully referred to the 
second paragraph on page 4 of the Ninth Circuit's decision where 
the Ninth Circuit holds that the liquidated damages provision of 
the settlement agreements negates Scientology's argument that it 
will suffer irreparable injury. In addition, the Ninth Circuit 
holds that the Aznarans' poverty is no ground for monetary damages 
being inadequate. This decision affirms the trial court's decision 
of Judge Ideman declining to grant Scientology's request for a 
similar preliminary injunction as is being requested herein. 

This decision is offered in support of the argument on page 
6:2-10 of the amicus curiae Brief of Joseph A. Yanny ("Other 
Remedies Are Adequate and There is No Irreparable Harm"). 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the 
State of California that the foregoing is true and correct, except 
as to those matters which are stated to be upon information and 
belief, and as to those matters they are believed to be true. 

Executed at Los Angeles, California, on May 1992. 
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Earle C. Cooley 
COOLEY, HANION, MOORE & 

JONES, P.C. 

21 Custom House Street 
Boston, Massachusetts 02110 
(617) 737-3100 

Attorneys for Defendants 
CHURCH OF SPIRITUAL TECHNOLOGY, 
RELIGIOUS TECHNOLOGY CENTER 

Erip Lieberman 

RABINOWITZ, BOUDIN, STANDARD, 
KRINSKY & LIEBERMAN, P.C. 

740 Broadway at Astor Place 
New York, New York 10003-9518 
(212) 254-1111 

Attorneys for Defendant 
CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL 

Michael Hertzberg 
740 Broadway at Astor Place 
New York, New York • 10003-9518 
(212) 982-9870 

Attorneys for Defendant 
AUTHOR SERVICES, INC. 


** k ki I V H o 

2 8 19m 

Cuinfl.n «.'• 6 ,i 

received 
NOV 1 5 1939 
HUB LAW OFFICES 


Kendrick L. Moxon 
BOWLES & MOXON ‘ " 

6255 Sunset Blvd. 

Suite 2000 

Los Angeles, CA 90028 
(213) 661-4030 

Attorneys for Defendants 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 


VICKI J. AZNARAN and ) 

RICHARD N. AZNARAN, ) 

) 

Plaintiffs, ) 

v * ) 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY- OF ) 
CALIFORNIA, et al., ) 

) 

Defendants. ) 

_) 

) 

RELIGIOUS TECHNOLOGY ) 

CENTER, et al., ) 

) 

Counterclaimants, ) 

) 

v * ) 

VICKI J. AZNARAN and ) 

RICHARD N. AZNARAN, ) 

) 

Counterdefendants. ) 
_) 


CASE No. CV 88-1786 JMI(Ex) 


NOTICE OF MOTION AND 
MOTION FOR A PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 


Date: January 8, 1990 

Time: 10:00 a.m. 

Court: Honorable James M. 
Ideman 
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TO ALL PARTIES AND THEIR COUNSEL OF RECORD: 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on January 8, 1990 at 10:00 a.m. 
or as soon thereafter as the matter may be heard in the 
Courtroom of the Honorable James M. Ideman,-^ located at 312 
N. Spring St., Los Angeles, California, defendants/counter¬ 
claimants will and hereby do move for a preliminary injunction 
against plaintiffs/counter-defendants. 

This Motion is based upon the irreparable injury to 
defendants arising out of the Aznaran's breach of release 
agreements relating to the instant case. Defendants seek a 
preliminary injunction enforcing the release agreements until 
this Court has an opportunity to finally determine whether 
plaintiffs' claims are barred by the agreements. If necessary, 
defendants request a separate evidentiary hearing on the issues 
raised by their Motion for a Preliminary Injunction, including 
questions of fact concerning the validity and effect of the 
releases signed by plaintiffs. 

t 

This Motion is also based upon the complete files and 

records of this case, the separately filed Memorandum of Points ! 

! 

.r.d Authorities, and any evidence which may be provided at oral j 

/ / / 

J / / 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

1/ Pursuant to the standing order of Judge Ideman, no oral 
argument is heard on law and motion matters absent a further and 
specific order setting oral argument by the Court. 
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argument or at an evidentiary hearing of such hearing. 
Dated: November 9, 1989 Respectfully submitted, 



COOLEY, MANION, MOORE 
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Attorneys for Defendants 
CHURCH OF SPIRITUAL TECHNOLOGY, 
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Eric Lieberman 
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KRINSKY & LIEBERMAN, P.C. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL 

Michael Hertzberg 

Attorneys for Defendant 
AUTHOR SERVICES, INC. 
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PROOF OF SERVICE 


STATE OF CALIFORNIA ) 

) ss. 

COUNT* OF LOS ANGELES ) 

I am employed in the County of Los Angeles, State of 
California. I am over the age of eighteen (18) years and not a 
party to the within action. My business address is 6255 Sunset 
Blvd., Suite 2000, Hollywood, California 90028. 

On November 9, 1989 I caused to be served the foregoing 
document described as NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION FOR A 
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION on interested parties in this action by 
placing a true copy thereof enclosed in a sealed envelope with 
postage thereon fully prepaid in the United States mail at 
Hollywood, California, addressed as follows: 

Ford Greene 

711 sir Francis Drake Blvd. 

San Anselmo, CA 94960-1949 

Executed on November 9, 
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On April 9, 1987, long before the commencement of this 
lawsuit, the parties in this case entered into mutual releases. 
In these releases, plaintiffs renounced any and all claims and 
causes of action, both known and unknown, they had against 
defendants. Plaintiffs also promised to maintain 
confidentiality with respect to their experiences with the 
Church of Scientology and any knowledge or information they had 
concerning the Church of Scientology and not to voluntarily 
participate or cooperate in other proceedings against 
defendants. These release agreements were supported by 
valuable consideration ~ consideration which plaintiffs to 
this day continue to retain and enjoy. 

Instead of fulfilling their end of these release 
agreements, however, plaintiffs have flagrantly and repeatedly 
violated their promises. Plaintiffs commenced this lawsuit and 
on numerous occasions have violated the confidentiality 
agreements. Plaintiffs have given lengthy interviews to the 
Lo s Angeles Times and voluntarily assisted others in 
litigation against the Church. (See Declaration of Kendrick 
Moxon.) Plaintiffs' repeated disregard of the release 
agreements has irreparably injured defendants and will 
continue to do so unless a preliminary injunction is issued. 

To avoid further irreparable injury, defendants seek a 
preliminary injunction enforcing the release agreements until 
this court has an opportunity to finally determine whether 
plaintiffs' claims are barred by the agreements. If necessary, 
defendants request a separate evidentiary hearing on the issues 
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raised by their Motion for a Preliminary Injunction, including 
questions of fact concerning the validity and effect of the 
releases signed by plaintiffs. 

Such hearing is particularly important, because this Court 
indicated at a status hearing in this case, its apparent view 
that defendants' potentially dispositive motions may be decided 
on "whether or not the free will of the plaintiffs was 
overborne" by defendants. (Hearing, July 17, 1989, p. io.) 

An evidentiary hearing on the issues raised by the Motion for a 
Preliminary Injunction will put an end to plaintiffs' practice 
of asserting the conclusory, self-serving but contradictory 
claims of "duress" or "brainwashing" which have marked their 
defenses to previous motions. (See Defendants' Motion to 
Award Sanctions and Attorneys' Fees, August 15, 1989, passim; 
Defendants' Reply Memorandum in Support of Motion for Summary 

Judgment, May 1, 1989, at 3-5, 8-10, 17-21, 23-25, 29-30, 

35-36.) 

STATEMENT OF F&PTg 

A* The Releases 

On April 9, 1987,. plaintiffs Richard Aznaran and Vicki 
*znaran ("plaintiffs") left their staff positions with 
defendants. At that time plaintiffs each entered into 
identical Mutual Release Agreements with defendants 
(hereinafter the "Releases" or "agreements"). Copies of these 
Releases are annexed to the Moxon Declaration as Exhibits A 
md B. Pursuant to the Releases, plaintiffs gave up "any and 
ill claims, demands, damages, actions and causes of action of 
ivery kind and nature, known or unknown, from the beginning of 

- 3 - . - 000^00 
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time to and including the date hereof," which they could have 

asserted against the defendants. (Ex. A at para. 3; Ex. B 

at para. 3.)!/ The Releases also required that plaintiffs 

"maintain strict confidentiality and silence with respect to 

[their] experiences with the church of Scientology and any 

knowledge or information [they] may have concerning the Church 
of Scientology ..." (Ex . A at para . 6C . £x B at para _ 

6C.) The Releases also contained a covenant not to sue. (Ex. 

A at paras. 3, 6B; Ex. B at paras. 3, 6B.) Finally, 
plaintiffs promised not to voluntarily assist, cooperate or 
testify In any proceeding against defendants, unless required 
to do so by lawful process. (Ex. A at paras. 6E; Ex. B at 
paras. 6E, 6F.) 

April 9, 1989, plaintiff Richard Aznaran executed a 
separate "Declaration and Release of claims," concerning, 
later alls, his employment from January 24, 1988 until 
April 1, 1987. In that document, he released "Norman F. 

Starkey individually and as Trustee of Author's Family Trust, 
the Estate of L. Ron Hu bbard, Author Services, Inc. and their 

J4chnSlo^cen?^ * cSulch^I? P r°? ected the Religious 
of Scientology of California* church °?^ , _^ 1 ? t ?f'national; Church 

grsa.'s-g-a; a 

binding M all persons” is __ K releas ^ 


bUSIHi* "all pImSm" is vkl id \aJ.l 67 (1942) 

named in it). against persons not specifically 
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respective employees, agents, attorneys, heirs, successors, 
a ^ er e 9° s / executors, administrators and assigns from any 
and all debts, demands, claims, causes of action in law and in 
equity, liabilities, costs or expenses of any nature 
whatsoever, known or unknown ...» (Ex. C.) 

, Plaintiffs took substantial consideration in exchange for 
these releases, including a $20,000 loan on very favorable 
terms. The principal need not be repaid at all for ten (10) 
years. The interest is only five percent (5%), and need be 
paid only once a year. To this day, plaintiffs have failed to 
repay this loan or make any interest payments, despite the fact 
that three times they have been asked by written notice for 
interest payments due. (Declaration of Mark C. Rathbun at 
para. 13.) No interest at all has been paid for 1987, 1988 or 
1989. This loan was extremely important to the Aznarans, as it 
enabled them to establish themselves in Dallas, Texas and to 
begin a new business there. (Declaration of Mark C. Rathbun 
at para. 7.) 

Plaintiffs also took an indemnity against all civil claims 
brought against them arising from their staff positions within 
Church of Scientology and Religious Technology Center. 

This indemnification clause alone was of considerable value to 
plaintiffs. Vicki Aznaran has been named as a defendant in two 
lawsuits. Defendants honored their indemnity 
in both cases, in one case, damages of over one 
billion dollars are sought. Defendants obtained a dismissal of 
the two defendants served at that time. (Ex. D.) In the 
second case, in November 1988, Vicki Aznaran was named in a 
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sixty-million dollar damage action, Pennea et al. v. cst 
and Aznaran ,—et. al., Circuit Court of the Seventeenth 
Judicial District, Broward County Florida, No. 88-30050 CZ. 

E.) Defendants moved to dismiss and successfully 
negotiated the dismissal of that case on January 5, 1989. 

(Ex.^ F.) Defendant obtained these dismissals at considerable 
expense, for the benefit of all named defendants, including 
Vicki Aznaran. 

Vicki Aznaran has testified that this indemnification was 
important to her: 

Q. One of the things is in this release ... is an 
agreement by the Church to indemnify you ... That 
was a matter of some importance to you to have 
that protection, wasn't it? 

A. It seems that I discussed that. 

Q. As a matter of fact, you knew that you had been 
named as a defendant in the FAIR suit? 

A. Yes. 

Q. But that you hadn't been served yet and if you 
were’ served, you certainly wanted to be defended 
and didn't want to be exposed to liability? 

A. That's right. 

(Ex. G. at pp. 1119-1120.) 

In addition, the conduct of both the Aznarans amply 
demonstrates that the indemnification arrangement was important 
to them. As they were leaving the Church, they both expressed 
concerns that they would be represented by counsel, should they 
ever be named as defendants either individually or along with 
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any other Church of Scientology in any legal proceedings. 
(Declaration of Mark C. Rathbun at paras. 3, 8; Ex. H, 
Declaration of Lawrence E. Heller at para.4.) They both 
expressed the desire that the Church arrange for Vicki’s 
representation in the on-going case of Stansfield v. 

Starkey , pending in the Los Angeles Superior Court. 
(Declaration of Mark C. Rathbun at para 3; Declaration of 
Lawrence E. Heller at para 4.)2S Vicki Aznaran stayed in 
contact with the President of the Religious Technology Center 
to discuss the lawsuit, as a part of the Church's 
implementation of its promise to indemnify her. (Declaration 
of Mark C. Rathbun at paras. 5, 8.) 

The Aznarans will undoubtedly attempt to claim that the 
releases are invalid because they were allegedly signed while 
the Aznarans were under the effect of so-called "brainwashing" 
an< ^ t.iat they somehow, "woke up" from this "brainwashing" and 
filed suit as a result of the harm they realized they suffered. 
Aside from this position being contrary to law ( See , Section 

-•' , this position is completely contradicted by 

the facts in this case. 

The facts are that in late 1987, the Aznarans became upset 
only after they were refused permission to deliver Scientology 
services for compensation to a Dallas area parishioner without 
completing the steps reguired to be taken by Church 

2 . Numerous other benefits were offered to the Aznarans and 
accepted by them as part of their leaving of the Church. The 
President of the Religious Technology Center assisted the 
Aznarans in establishing a private investigator's business in 
Texas and arranged for the sale of the Aznarans' horse. 
(Declaration of Mark c. Rathbun at paras. 4, 6, 9.) 
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policy for the Aznarans to become active Church members. This 
disagreement was exacerbated by former Church counsel, Joseph 
Yanny, in early 1988 when he sought the Aznarans' assistance 
in his attempt to extort money from the Church. (Declaration 
of Hark C. Rathbun at paras. 10-15, 17.) 

• T k us > it is clear that the idea to sue the Church only 
came about through contacts with Joseph Yanny, a disgruntled 
former Church counsel. The Aznarans' claims of ''duress” and 
"brainwashing” are a sham. The only duress present between the 
Aznarans and the Church were the extortionate threats made by 
the Aznarans. 

Plaintiffs have at no time rescinded their releases of 
defendants. Plaintiffs never offered to restore the 
consideration they received. Instead, plaintiffs continue to 
accept and enjoy the benefits of their bargain with defendants, 
while flagrantly violating their obligations under the 
agreement. 

B. £la^IIV.iffs_!__Vio l at ions of the Release Agreements 

Plaintiffs have repeatedly and flagrantly violated the 
release agreements. First, they commenced this lawsuit, in 
violation of the covenant not to sue. Second, they blatantly 
disregarded their promises not to divulge information about 
their experiences while members and staff of the Church of 
Scientology and not to cooperate or appear voluntarily in other 
proceeding against the Church. 

Plaintiffs met several times with Joseph Yanny, a former 
attorney for the Church who is now in litigation with the 
Church over his improper billings of the Church and his 
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breaches of his fiduciary and attorney-client relationship with 
the Church. (Declaration of Kendrick Moxon at paras. 5, 6.) 
These meetings occurred between March 18, 1988 to March 31, 
1988. Plaintiffs discussed with Yanny this lawsuit, the nature 
of their claims, their statute of limitations problems and 
other issues. They also discussed strategy with Yanny, and 
each provided the other with what they knew about defendants' 
approaches to litigation and how to exploit what they perceived 
as weaknesses in these approaches. These breaches of 
obligations to defendants by the Aznarans were designed to 
assist Yanny in his litigation against the Church and Yanny's 
breaches of his attorney-client obligations to defendants were 
designed to assist the Aznarans in the instant action. 
(Declaration of Kendrick Moxon at para. 6.) 

In June of 1988, plaintiffs again breached their agreement 
to maintain confidentiality by meeting for over eight hours 
with two Los Angeles Times reporters and discussing their 
experiences with various of the defendants, including the 
Religious Technology Center, both real and imagined. (See 
Declaration of Kendrick Moxon, Exhibit G thereto; Depo. of 

Vicki Aznaran at 48-59, 55; Ex. I, Depo. of Richard Aznaran 
at 222-23.)-2/ 


The Aznarans also called and met with Bent Corydon, 


* 2na f ans meeting with the Los Angeles Times was a 
result of a threat made by Joseph Yanny against defendants. 

Yanny threatened defendants that, if they did not drop their 
lawsuit against him, he would himself• go to the LA Times. When 
defendants proceeded with their litigation against Yanny for his 

clo^?S S w?lh h iho f J dUClary duty ' Yanny ' who had beer » working 

A2na rans, sent the Aznarans instead. 

(Declaration of Mark C. Rathbun at para. 17.) 
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another litigant against the Church, and discussed with him 
their version of experiences with the Religious Technology 
Center and other Church entities. These discussions occurred 
during the time that Corydon was involved in litigation 
against RTC and others. Vicki Aznaran has also voluntarily 
authored various declarations and affidavits (5 in total) for 
use in that Corydon lawsuit and in another lawsuit brought by 
Corydon against various Churches of Scientology. The most 
recent affidavit was executed on September 29, 1989. 
(Declaration of Kendrick Moxon at paras. 8, 9, 10.) 

In another case as well, RTC v. Robin Scott/Larrv 
Wollersheim . Case Nos. CV 85-711 JMI 85-7197 JMI, V.icki 
Aznaran voluntarily met with parties in litigation against the 
Church in June 1988 and, in October, 1988, voluntarily filed a 
declaration which contained statements and allegations in 
violation of her release agreement with defendants herein. In 
this declaration, Vicki Aznaran described the chronology of her 
purported experiences while a member and staff member of 
different Churches of Scientology. (Declaration of Kendrick 
Moxon at para. 11.) 

These breaches of the release agreements have caused 
irreparable harm to defendants. In addition to forcing 
defendants to expend enormous resources in defending this 
action, defendants are injured by the disclosure of information 
plaintiffs learned while they were in a fiduciary relationship 
to defendants, including material protected by the 
/// 

/// 
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attorney-client privilege.-^ All of these disclosures were 
blatantly violative of the release agreements. 

ARGUMENT 

I. 


DEFENDANTS ARE ENTITLED 
.TO A PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 

In this Circuit/, a preliminary injunction is available to a 
party who demonstrates either: 

(1) a combination for probable success and the 
possibility of irreparable harm, or (2) that 
serious questions are raised and the balance of 
hardships tips in its favor. 'These two 
formulations represent two points on a sliding 
scale in which the required degree of irreparable 
harm increases as the probability of success 
decreases. ' 


4 ; ^ rom about 1972 to 1987, Vicki Aznaran was a member of the 
staff ^ of one or another Church of Scientology. Ex. G 
Deposition of Vicki Aznaran at 340-41, 979. "in or about 1978 
'■'Icki Aznaran joined the Sea Org, a fraternal and 
ecclesiastical organization within the religion. 

Vicki rose in responsibility durina her tenure with the 
C 5 U f^ an ? her membersb iP in the Sea Organization, until in May 
of 1985 she assumed the responsibilities of Inspector General 
of the Religious Technology Center ("RTC"). Ex. G at p. 1003. 
This positicn was one of the highest ecclesiastical positions 
in the religion, as the RTC was responsible for preserving the 
integrity of the religious practices of the organized churches 
of Scientology in accordance with the scriptural works of the 
Founder of the religion. (Ex. G at p. 218-220.) 

Vicki Aznaran has testified that, as the head of RTC, Vicki 
had overall responsibility for all the legal affairs of RTC. 
Vicki had the final approval on pleadings and papers filed in 
RTC_iitigation, and regularly worked with RTC attorneys on both 
litigation and non-litigation matters. (Exhibit J, Vicki 
Aznaran Declaration, August 9, 1988, paras. 3, 8.) 
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Arcamuzi v. Con tinental Air Lines . 819 F. 2d 935, 937 (9th 
Cir. 1987), quoting from Oakland Tribune. Inc., v. 

Chronical Publishing Co.. 762 F.2d 1374, 1376 (9th Cir. 

1985). 

Under either of the standards articulated above, 
defendants are entitled to a preliminary injunction. 

Defendants have raised more than serious questions about 
whether the release and waiver agreements bar the Aznarans from 
prosecuting this lawsuit and from violating the confidentiality 
and non-disclosure provisions of their agreements with 
defendants. Indeed, defendants* showing on the merits meets 
the probable success prong of the standard. 

Further it is indisputable that defendants have been 
harmed by plaintiffs' violations of the agreements and, in the 
absence of preliminary injunctive relief, that defendants will 
suffer further irreparable harm. Plaintiffs, by contrast, will 
suffer no harm from any delay occasioned by a determination of 
the enforceability of the releases prior to any further 
^•i'ti9 a 'kion of the merits of the case. 

A. Defendants Are Likely to Succeed 
In Demonstrating That The Release 
And Waive r Agreements Are Enforceable 

Plaintiffs received valuable consideration in exchange for 
their waivers of potential claims and their agreements to 
maintain confidentiality. The agreements were entered into 
knowingly and willingly by plaintiffs., or at most, were 
voidable and have been repeatedly ratified by plaintiffs' 
conduct. These agreements on their face prohibit plaintiffs 
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from prosecuting the claims set forth in their complaint, and 
from disclosing information and volunteering as witnesses in 
other litigation against defendants. 

1• The Re leases are Valid and Enforceable 

The Releases signed by plaintiffs are valid and 
enforceable under California law. Since the Releases are in 
writing, they are valid even absent consideration. See 
Cal.Civil Code § 1541 ("An obligation is extinguished by a 
release therefrom given to the debtor by the creditor, upon a 
new consideration, or in writing, with or without new 
consideration"). See also Tenzer v. Superscope . 39 
Cal.3d 18, 31 n. 7, 216 Cal.Rptr. 130, 137 n.7 (1985) 

("Civil Code Section 1541 permits the extinction of an 
obligation, unsupported by considerations, provided that the 
release is in writing"). 

Moreover, the plaintiffs received consideration for 
executing the Releases. Defendants promised to indemnify 
plaintiffs against claims based on plaintiffs' association 
vith the Church of Scientology. (Ex. A at para. 2.) This 
promise was particularly valuable to Vicki Aznaran, since at 
the time the Releases were executed, Vicki Aznaran had been 
named as a defendant in a lawsuit that had been brought against 
the Church of Scientology. See pp. 4 and 6 supra . Richard 
Aznaran was paid $1,040.90 as full settlement for personal 
property belonging to Richard Aznaran which had been destroyed 
in a fire and $387.37 in wages owed to Richard Aznaran. (Ex. 

C at paras. C and D.) And, as noted above, defendants also 
gave plaintiffs a loan of $20,000 on extremely favorable 
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Finally, it should be noted that the two identical Releases 
(Exhibits A and B) are mutual . Defendants released the 
Aznarans from any and all.claims "of every kind and nature, 
known or unknown, for or because of any act or omission 
allegedly done by plaintiffs from the beginning of time to and 
including the date of execution." (Ex. A at para. 4; Ex. B 
at para. 4.) As the former president of RTC, removed from her 
position because of her misfeasance in office, Vicki had 
substantial potential liability. The mutuality of the Releases 
thus conferred substantial benefit and consideration to 
plaintiffs. 

2. At Most, The Releases Were Voidable; 

Since Plaintiffs Have Repeatedly Ratified 
The Releases, They Are Enforceable 
Defendants submit that plaintiffs signed the releases 
completely free of any sort of coercion, undue influence, duress 
or mistake. See Defendants' May 8, 1989 Reply Memorandum In 
Support of Motion for Summary Judgment at pages 15-36. In its 


5. Although the Releases signed by plaintiffs do not recite 
the twenty thousand dollar ($20,000) loan as part of the 
consideration for the Releases, the Loan Agreement and the 
Releases were signed contemporaneously. Moreover, both the loan 
agreement and the Releases concerned the same subject matters: 
the > documents were to terminate the connections between the 
plaintiffs and the Church of Scientology. California Civil Code 
§ 1642 states that agreements "relating to the same subject 
matter and executed as parts of substantially one transaction 
are to be construed together as one contract."- Huckell v. 
Matranga . 99 Cal.App.3d 471, 481, 160 Cal.Rptr. 177, 183 
(1979) (citations omitted). Accord . IMP Development Core, 
v. Dow Corning . 135 Cal.App.3d 451, 463, 185 Cal.Rptr. 

341, 348 (1982). Thus, the Loan Agreement and the Releases 
must be read as one contract, and the loan is clearly 
consideration for plaintiffs' Releases. 

000211 
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May 25, 1989 Order Denying Defendants' Motion for Summary 
Judgment, this Court decided that there are issues of fact as to 
whether plaintiffs consented to the release and waiver 
agreements. Defendants respectfully disagree and submit that, 
at most, the Releases were voidable, not absolutely void. 

Cal.Civ.Code §§ 1566, 1567.This distinction means that 
the allegedly wronged party must act in a timely and affirmative 
manner to rescind a voidable contract. The allegedly wronged 
party can also ratify a voidable contract by his or her 
subsequent conduct, as plaintiffs have done in this case. 

Cal.Civ. Code § 1588. However, the point to determine these 
^P-^®stions is now, in the context of a full evidentiary hearing, 
prior to continuing any further in this case. 

Only in rare situations where fraud or duress goes to the 
inception or execution of the agreement, so that the promissor 
is deceived as to the very nature of his act, and actually does 
not intend to enter into a contract at all, is the contract 
void. 1 Witkin, Summary of California Law (Ninth Ed.) Contracts 
§§ 405, 417 (1987). Thus, for example, in Mever v. Haas . 

~6~. Cal. Civ. Code § 1586 states: 

A consent which is not free is nevertheless not 
absolutely void, but may be rescinded by the 
parties, in the manner prescribed by the Chapter 
on Rescission. 

Section 1567 states: 

An apparent consent is not real or free when 
obtained through: 

9. Duress 

10. Menace 

11. Fraud 

12. Undue influence; or 

13. Mistake 
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126 Cal. 560, 583, 58 P. 1042 (1899), plaintiff who could not 
read English, signed a release relying on the representation of 
his agent, who also acted as agent for the adverse party, that 
the instrument actually was a receipt. The court held the 
release void. 

. As this Restatement analysis shows, plaintiffs' Releases 
were, at most, voidable and not absolutely void. 

Plaintiffs here were quite well aware of the nature of the 
documents they were signing. In his deposition, Richard 
Aznaran testified that he knew he was signing a release in 
favor of the Church. Plaintiffs' Exhibit C in Opposition to 
Summary Judgment ("PI. Ex. C") at 154, 190. He further 


7• The Restatement of Contracts (Second) §§ 174-175 makes 
this distinction clear. Section 174 provides: 

If conduct that appears to be a manifestation of 
assent by a party who does not intend to engage in 
that conduct is physically compelled by duress, 
the conduct is not effective as a manifestation of 
assent. 

The Restatement gives the following example of this 
"relatively rare situation": B refuses to sign a contract. A 
grabs B's hand and compels B by physical force to write his 
name. B's signature is not effective as a manifestation of his 
assent, and there is no contract. Plaintiffs do not allege any 
facts showing that this sort of force or duress occurred here. 

Restatement § 175(1) describes the sort of duress that 
renders a contract voidable: 

If a party's manifestation of assent is induced by 
an improper threat by the other party that leaves 
the victim no reasonable alternative, the contract 
is voidable by the victim. 

Comment b to § 175(1) states that, to render a contract 
voidable, there must have been threats which "arouse such fear 
as precludes a party from exercising free will and judgment or 
that [are] such as would induce assent on the part of a brave or 
a man of ordinary firmness." 
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testified, "I can recall signing a release which contained many 
of these same type of provisions: although he alleges that he 
does not recall the exact provisions of the release he signed. 

I 

Id. at 58. Vicki Aznaran testified, "I signed a whole stack 
of documents the day I left that I did not thoroughly read" but 
that there was a release which she "skimmed over." (PI. Ex. D 
at 483-87.) She testified that she was completely aware she was 
signing a release but that she "didn't pay a whole lot of 
attention to that release." Id. at 898-99. Thus, there is 
no dispute that both plaintiffs were entirely conscious of the 
fact that they were signing releases in which they promised not 
to sue the Church and to maintain confidentiality.^ 

Plaintiffs were completely aware of the nature of their 
agreements and fully understood them. Vicki, for example, 
became employed at a law firm in Dallas shortly after her 


8. Plaintiffs further testified that they both were 
sophisticated in legal matters and familiar with releases. 
Richard Aznaran testified that he was familiar with mutual 
release agreements. He previously had seen the same type of 
release agreement he signed, and had read and discussed releases 
generally with others before he signed his release of 
defendants. Ex. I at..132-133. Vicki Aznaran testified that, 
while a member of Scientology, she had significant experience 
with defendants' legal affairs: 

As president of RTC ... I attended many meetings 
concerning the numerous legal actions involving 
Scientology. During this time period, I had 
personal access to all legal documents having to 
do with RTC. I received a report every day on 
my computer that included a synopsis of each 
ongoing legal case involving Scientology.. I 
received, or so I was told, copies of every major 
motion filed in cases involving Scientology. I 
was on the "approval lines" for legal documents 
dealing with RTC. 

Ex. J at paras. 8-10. 
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departure from the Church in California. (Declaration of William 
Neil at para 3.) She was extemely competent legally, and at 
least one partner in the firm consistently relied upon her 
expertise in competently handling legal matters. (Declaration of 
William Neil at para 4.) Thus, at most, the releases were 
voidable and not absolutely void. 

Plaintiffs have never even alleged that they have 
rescinded or restored the consideration. (Declaration of Mark 
C. Rathbun at para. 16.) Instead, they have ratified the 
releases. As a matter of law, plaintiffs' continued acceptance 
and enjoyment of the benefits of the transaction, well beyond 
the time they left the Church and beyond the time they claim to 
have been under the Church's influence, as a matter of law 
constitutes consent to and ratification of all obligations of 
the transactions, including the releases. Cal.Civ. Code § 

1589. 

The test of ratification by conduct is whether the 
allegedly wronged party, with knowledge of the material facts 
entitling him to rescind, engaged in unequivocal conduct giving 

! 

rise to the inference that he or she intended to ratify. The 
undisputed actions of plaintiffs here as a matter of law more 
than constitute ratification by conduct. E.a. .. Union 
Pacific R. Co. v. Zimmer . 87 Cal.App.2d 524, 197 P.2d 
363, 368 (1948)-. Plaintiffs have retained and used the 
proceeds of a $20,000 loan which was part of their settlement 
of all potential claims with the Church. They received the 
benefits of defendants' indemnification agreement in two 
multi-million dollar lawsuits. This conduct alone has been 
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held sufficient to constitute ratification. Id. 

Plaintiffs are attempting to "have it both ways." They 
retain the consideration they received from the Church's attempt 
to avoid the effect of their releases of the Church. California 
courts have rejected this type of self-serving approach: 

. is axiomatic that in such an instance the 

entitled party must rescind the entire contract 
and may not retain the rights under it which he 
deems desirable and repudiate the remainder. The 
rationale underlying the rule is that retention of 
only the benefits constitutes unjust enrichment 
and binds the parties to terms not contemplated 
within the agreement. 

I MP Development Corp. v. Down Coming , 135 Cal.App.3d at 
458, 185 Cal.Rptr. at 345 (citations omitted). Under 
California law, a settlement agreement may not be rescinded 
partially. E . q . , Larsen v. Johannes r 7 Cal.App. 3 d 491, 

503, 36 Cal.Rptr. 744, 751 (1970). Plaintiffs never 
rescinded their settlement agreement with the Church, have not 

restored the benefits they received, and instead have ratified 
the releases. 

3. The Releases Bar Plaintiffs From 
Discussing Their Experiences 
With the Church And From 
Volunteering To Be Witnesses 
Against The chn-n-h 

A release, like any other contract, is to be interpreted 
according to its terms. Yeng Sue Chow v. Levi stran ss & co. 
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49 Cal.App.3d 315, 328 122 Cal.Rptr. 816, 823-24 (1975); 

Hofland v. Gustafson. 132 Cal.App.2d 907, 909, 282 P.2d 1039 
(1955). If the terms are clear, they are to be given effect. 

X5TV3—Sue_Chow v, Levi Strauss & Co. . supra ; Brae 

Transportatio n Inc, v. Coopers & Lvbrand . 790 F.2d 1439, 

1443 (9th Cir. 1986) (applying California law). 

The Releases here plainly state that plaintiffs will 
maintain ''strict confidentiality ... with respect to [their] 
experiences with the Church of Scientology and any knowledge or 
information [they] may have concerning the Church of 
Scientology. ..." (Ex. A at para. 6C; Ex. B at para. 6C.) 

The Releases also explicitly bar plaintiffs from "voluntarily 
assist[ing] or cooperat[ing] ... in any proceeding against any 
of the Scientology organizations," (Ex. A at para. 6E; Ex. B 
at para. 6E), and from "testify[ing] or otherwise 

ticipat[ing] in any ... judicial proceeding adverse to 
Scientology ... unless compelled to do so by lawful subpoena or 
other lawful process." (Ex. A at para. 6F; Ex. B at 6F.) 

These promises, which are completely standard settlement 
provisions and entirely enforceable, have been utterly ignored 
by plaintiffs. See pp. 8 to 12, supra . 

4. The Releases Bar Plaintiffs From 
Prosecuting This Lawsuit 

The Releases signed by plaintiffs clearly and explicitly 
state the plaintiffs "release, acquit and forever discharge ... 
any and all claims, demands, damages, actions and causes of 
action of every kind and nature, known or unknown, from the 
beginning of time until the date hereof." (Exhibit A at para. 3; 
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Exhibit B at para. 3.) See also Exhibit C at para. 1. By 
their terms, therefore, the Releases bar all the claims asserted 
by plaintiffs insofar as they arise out of acts occurring before 
the signing of the Releases. The terms of the Releases bar 
plaintiffs' tort claims as well as their contract claims. 

P•?»/ Brae Transp, v. Coopers & Lvbrand . supra 
(breach of stock purchase agreement); Donnelly v. Aver . 183 
Cal.App.3d 978, 228 Cal.Rptr. 764 (1986) (attorney 
malpractice). 

The Releases signed by plaintiffs bar all of the instant 
claims, known or unknown. Where, as in the instant case, a 
releasor also knows or suspects that he has suffered some harm 
he nevertheless signs a full release, the releasor is bound 
by the terms of the release. See Cohn v. Buaas . 42 
Cal.App.3d 381, 116 Cal.Rptr. 810 (1974); Grebe v. McDaniel . 

265 Cal.App.2d 901, 71 Cal.Rptr. 662 (1968); Commercial Ins. 
£ o . f ... Pf Newark, New Jer s ey v. Copeland . 248 Cal.App.2d 561, 56 
Cal.Rptr. 794 (.’.Do7). 

The plaintiff in C ohn v, Bugas , supra, had been injured 
in a car accident and had subsequently executed a release. At 
the time the release was executed, plaintiff knew she had a 
cervical sprain. A year later, she suffered a cervical fusion 
arising from the accident, and she attempted to bring suit. The 
court held that, because plaintiff knew she had suffered some 
back problems at the time she signed the release, the release 
barred her suit. 42 Cal.App.3d at 391, 116 Cal.Rptr. at 817. 

The plaintiff in Grebe v. McDaniel , supra, was also 

injured in an automobile accident. At the time she executed her 
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release, she was aware of pain in her neck and back. She 
claimed to be unaware of the full seriousness of the injuries, 
however, and brought suit. The court held that the release 
barred her suit. The court stated: 

Here plaintiff knew, at time of release,, of the 
. general nature and location of her injury and of 
continuing effects from it. Her lack of detailed 
knowledge of the medical terminology applying to 
it, and of the specific treatment required, is not 
enough to limit the bar of the release. 

71 Cal.Rptr. at 663. 

Commercial Ins . Co. v. Copeland , the plaintiff 
suffered back pains about a month after a car accident. Despite 
her suspicions that the car accident was the cause, she 
nevertheless signed a release. The court held that the release I 

I 

barred any possible cause of action for the back pain because of ! 
her mere suspicion that the back pain may have been caused by 
the accident. 56 Cal.Rptr. at 798. 

Plaintiffs' own testimony in this case demonstrates that at 
the time they signed the Releases, they .knew of each of the 
claims which are the basis for the instant suit. The first 
claim is that Vic^/i Aznaran was falsely imprisoned during the 
time she was at Happy Valley. If she had been imprisoned, 
surely she would have been aware of it. Vicki Aznaran testified 
of her contemporaneous knowledge of specific alleged events 
concerning this purported false imprisonment. Indeed, Ms. 

Aznaran registered complaints to Church staff concerning the 
conditions at Happy Valley at the time, prior to signing the 
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Releases. Richard Aznaran also testified that he was extremely 
upset in February of 1987 when he learned that Vicki was at 
Happy Valley. (Exhibit I at 395-96.) 

Plaintiffs' second and third claims are for alleged 
infliction of emotional distress. According to the complaint, 
plaintiffs suffered such alleged distress prior to the execution 
of the Releases and with knowledge of the cause of such 
distress. Ms. Aznaran testified that her auditing from the 
Church allegedly caused her "psychological trauma or distress" 
in 1976 and that she attributed two weeks of sickness to this 
"trauma" at that time. Ms. Aznaran also testified as to a 
number of persons with whom she discussed her alleged "trauma" 
in the years 1976-1981, including her husband Richard. 

Similarly, if plaintiffs' allegations are taken at face 
value, the plaintiffs' fourth claim for loss of consortium must 
barred by the Releases, as the alleged loss occurred prior 
to the time plaintiffs signed the Releases. Vicki Aznaran has 
that after April 1, 1987. she and her husband could 
and did engage in sexual relations whenever they chose. Ms. 
Aznaran also testified that at the time than Richard was posted 
in San Luis Obispo in January 1986, that he was very upset 
because it meant that they would be separated. Vicki also 
testified that in the fall of 1986 she complained and discussed 
with another staff member that she considered resigning from her 
position as Inspector General because she was separated from 
her husband too long. Thus, when the Releases were signed, the 
plaintiffs were aware of any such alleged loss of consortium. 
Thus, this claim is barred. 
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The fifth cause of action is for civil conspiracy, based on 
the actions which allegedly gave rise to the first four causes 
of action. As discussed above, plaintiffs were aware of the 
harm allegedly caused by these actions prior to the signing of 
the Releases, and this claim is barred. 

' The six th cause of action for fraud is again based entirely 
on alleged harms arising out of Scientology practices of which 
the plaintiffs were well aware prior to the day on which they 
signed the Releases. Richard Aznaran testified that when he was 
on staff he believed that the Church's goals were merely to make 
money not to provide spiritual services to its parishioners. 
Richard also testified that he never believed in the goals of 
the Sea Organization. When plaintiffs signed the Releases, 
therefore, their purported fraud claim was fully known to them. 
Indeed, if there is any fraud, it was perpetrated by 
plaintiffs. 

The Complaint's Seventh Cause of Action for breach of 
contract alleges that defendants had promised to provide 
"spiritual or psychological services" but did not provide such 
services. Vicki Aznaran testified that she told a number of 
persons in 1977 that her auditing and auditor training had 
caused her "psychological trauma" and had exercised "undue 
influence" over her. Plaintiffs obviously knew whether they 
were provided such services at the time they signed the 
Releases. Even if plaintiffs were arguably,oblivious to this 
claim when they signed the Releases,, the Releases would still 
bar the prosecution of this claim. Indeed, the California 
courts have ruled a general release encompasses all contract 
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claims, known or unknown. Larsen v. Johannes . 7 Cal.App.3d 
491, 504-506, 86 Cal.Rptr. 744, 751-753 (1970). 

In the eighth cause of action for restitution, plaintiffs 
claim to be dissatisfied and seek a refund for the purported 
cost of all Scientology services for 15 years. As noted in the 
preceding paragraph, Ms. Aznaran expressed dissatisfaction with 
her auditing as long as 10 years ago. Obviously, plaintiffs 
must have been aware of their alleged dissatisfaction prior to 
signing the Releases. 

Plaintiffs' ninth cause of action concerns alleged 
invasion of Vicki Aznaran's privacy. The only harm alleged in 
the complaint was for the emotional pain allegedly suffered by 
Vicki Aznaran when she acknowledges that she learned of the 
so-called "invasions of privacy" which occurred prior to her 
signing a Release. Complaint at paras. 72-74. Clearly, 
therefore, the Releases bar prosecution of this claim by virtue 
of admissions on the face of the complaint. 

The tenth cause of action, alleging non-payment of minimum 
wages and overtime, again relates to actions done prior to the 
signing of the Releases. Ms. Aznaran testified that she was 
aware of the low pay on staff a year before she ever joined 
Church staff. See para. 19 of the Complaint. Moreover, the 
separate Release signed by Richard Aznaran specifically 
concerns, among other things, wages paid to Richard. (Ex. c at 
para. D.) 

The eleventh cause of action for constructive fraud 
basically reiterates the fraud claim discussed above, but adds 
that the allegedly fraudulent statements induced plaintiffs to 
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enter a fiduciary relationship with defendants. For the 
reasons that the fraud claim is barred by the Releases, the 
constructive fraud claim is barred by the Releases. 

5. A Preliminary Injunction Is Appropriate 
To Comp el Compliance With An Agreement 
\ A preliminary injunction is properly granted to compel 
compliance with an agreement. TNT Marketing. Inc, v. 

Aqresti, 796 F.2d 276, 278 (9th Cir. 1986). In Federal 
Leasing Inc, v. Underwriters at Llovds . 650 F.2d 495, 496 
(4th Cir. 1981) , the Fourth Circuit held that it was proper 
for the lower court to enter a preliminary injunction 
requiring the parties to comply with an entered settlement 
agreement. Indeed, courts routinely enter preliminary 
injunctions where there has been a breach or threatened breach 
of contract. Mississippi Power & Light Co. v. United Gas 
Pipe Line Co., 760 F.2d 618 (5th Cir. 1985); Yearoin 
Construction Co mpany, Inc, v. Parsons & Whittemorp 
Alabama Machi nery & Service Corn. . 609 F.2d 829 (5th Cir. 

1980) ; Cent ral Illinois Public Service Company v. 

Consolidated Co al Company . 527 F.Supp. 58 (C.D. Illinois 

1981) , aff 1 d, 673 F.2d 1333 (7th Cir. 1981); Philipp 
Brothers Division of Engelhard Minerals & Chemicals v. El 

Salto, S.A., 487 F.Supp. 91 (S.D.N.Y. 1980); Collins & 

Company, General Contractors. Inc, v. Clavtor . 476 

F.Supp. 407 (N.D. Ga. 1979). 

/// 

/// 

/// 
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B. Defendants Will Suffer Irreparable 
Harm Unless A Preliminary Injunction 
Is Issued 

The mutual releases between plaintiffs and defendants gave 
three principal benefits to defendants. First, plaintiffs 
waived any potential claims against defendants and promised not 
to sue defendants. (Ex. A at para. 3, 4; Ex. B at paras. 

3, 4.) Second, plaintiffs promised to maintain confidentiality 
and to refrain from revealing ecclesiastic secrets, or 
otherwise discussing their experiences while they were members 
and officers of the Church. (Ex. A at 6C; Ex. B at para. 

6C.) Third, plaintiffs agreed that they would not voluntarily 
testify or otherwise participate in judicial proceedings 
against the Church or assist anyone in litigation against the 
Church unless compelled to do so by lawful process. (Ex. A 
at paras. 6F, 8; Ex. B at para. 6F, 8.) 

All three of these provisions have been violated, causing 
irreparable injury to defendants. Plaintiffs' bringing of this 
lawsuit has caused defendants to expend enormous time and 
financial resources defending a burdensome lawsuit. Moreover, 
given the Aznarans' declarations about their inability to 
finance their own litigation other than by offering a 
contingency fee, it will be impossible for defendants ever to 
recover from plaintiffs the costs of defending. Thus, the 
substantial burden and cost to defendants will, never be 
recovered. The only opportunity for effective relief for this 
injury is in the present, because, as the Aznarans have 
testified, they have no funds which could be used to satisfy a 
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damage judgment against them. This injury obviously is 
irreparable. 
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In addition to bringing this lawsuit, plaintiffs have 
assisted several others in suing the Church. As discussed in 
the declaration of Kendrick L. Moxon, plaintiffs on numerous 
occasions have filed declarations and affidavits in support of 
other plaintiffs who are litigating against the Church. (Moxon 
Declaration at paras. 9-11.) In each case, plaintiffs did so 
voluntarily, without any subpoena or other lawful process. 

Id. Plaintiffs have also helped others who have contemplated 
suing the Church, giving them information and advice about 
strategy. (Moxon Declaration at para. 3.) Finally, in flagrant 
disregard of their agreement, plaintiffs spent over ten hours in 
taped interviews with the Los Angeles Times , in a deliberate 
attempt to harm the Church, done as part of the carrying out of 
a threat by Joseph Yanny. See note 4, supra. The 
injury to defendants from these repeated, deliberate violations 
of the Releases is obvious. Defendants are forced to suffer 
the negative effects resulting from, for example, disclosures 
to the Los Angeles Times, with the attendant potential loss 
of good will toward the Church and adverse impacts on the 
Church's relationships with its members. Such injury is 
incalculable and irreparable. 

Moreover, the irreparable harm which defendants would 
suffer from being forced to litigate the merits of this action 
— even if defendants ultimately prevail on the release issue 
after plenary trial — goes far beyond the high financial loss 
and burden, however. 
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This case involves complex ecclesiastical issues, going to 
the truth or falsity of defendants' religious beliefs and 
practices. Much of the case is clearly non-justiciable under 
the First Amendment. See Defendants' Memorandum and Reply 
Memorandum in Support of Motion to Dismiss. 

’> Litigation of such issues as religiosity, the truth or 
falsity of religious doctrine, and the propriety of peaceful and 
voluntary religious practices would constitute a highly 
intrusive entanglement of the Court in ecclesiastical matters. 
Such entangling is itself constitutionally suspect and 
potentially violative of defendants' First Amendment rights. 

Walz v. Tax Co mmission . 397 U.S. 664, 675, 90 S.Ct. 1409 
(19*7°) ; Lemon v . Kurtzman . 403 U.S. 602, 620, 624-35, 91 
S.ct. 2125 (1971). As Chief Justice Burger wrote, "[i]t is 
not only the conclusions that may be reached ... which may 
impinge on rights guaranteed by the Religious Clauses, but 
also the very process of inquiry leading to finding and 
conclusions." NLRB v. Catholic Bishop of Chicago . 440 
U.S. 490, 502, 99 S.Ct. 1313 (1979). See also Surinach 
v\. Pescuera de Buscruets . 604 F.2d 73 (1st Cir. '1979). 

It was, in major part, to avoid the potential for such an 
entangling inquiry that the defendants entered into the release 
agreements. Failure to enforce them as a threshhold matter 
will cause the defendants irreparable harm. The Court will 
have permitted trial of the very practices and beliefs of 
defendants. At that point, even if ..the defendants were to 
prevail at trial, it will be impossible to "unring the bell" of 
improper disclosure, Maness v. Mevers . 419 U.S. 449, 460, 
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95 S.ct. 585 (1975) (Burger, J.), too late to prevent the 
invasion of the privacy of the religious believes and 
practices of all Scientologists,£/ too late to prevent the 
chilling effect upon religious practice by members and upon 
religious proselytizing in which the Church is entitled to 
engage,AS/ too late to prevent the chilling effect upon 
/// 

/// 

/// .. 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 


MQTfiwS S ?* 1 ? 7 V - Va - e ° i 424 U - S * 1 ' 64 ' 96 S.ct. 612 
(1976) ("disclosure, m itself, can seriously infringe on 

privacy of association and belief guaranteed by the First 
Amendment"). 

10 * lee Watkins v. United States . 354 U.S. 178, 197, 77 
S.ct. 1173 (1957) (when "revelations concern matters'that are 
unorthodox, unpopular, or even hateful to the general public 
the reaction in the life of the witness may be disastrous") 
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religious practice by members and upon religious proselytizing 
in which the Church is entitled to engage,11/ and too late 
to prevent the improper and inexcusable breach in the "wall of 
separation" between church and stated/ which this Court 
is required to protect. 

C. The Balance Of Equities Tips Decidedly 
In Favor Of Granting A Preliminary 
Injunction 

Compared to the significant irreparable harm that 
defendants will suffer in the absence of a preliminary 
injunction, the only harm plaintiffs will even arguably suffer 
by the issuance of such an order would be temporary, delay in the 
prosecution of their lawsuit until the Court finally determines 
whether the release agreements bar plaintiffs from prosecuting 
their claims and from violating the confidentiality provisions. 
If the Court ultimately holds that the releases do bar the 
claims, plaintiffs will have suffered no harm at all. In the 
unlikely event that the Court finds that the agreements do not 
a PPly Po plaintiffs' claims or that they are not effective, 
plaintiffs will soon be free to prosecute their claims. It is 
hard to conceive of such minor delay as causing a substantial 
harm to plaintiffs at all. It certainly pales in comparison to 
the irreparable harm which has occurred and will occur to 

11. See Cantwell v. Connecticut . 310 U.S. 296. 60 
S.Ct. 900 (1940). 

12 * Everso n v. Board of Education . 330 U.S. 1, 16 (1947) 

Such an "entanglement" between the affairs of church and state 
is "an independent evil against which the Religious Clauses 
were intended to protect." Lemon v. Kurtzman . 403 U.S 602 
624-25, 67 S.Ct. 504 (1971). ' 
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defendants in the absence of a preliminary injunction. The 
balance of hardships therefore tips decidedly in favor of 
granting the injunction. 

CONCLUSION 

Wherefore, for the reasons given above, defendants 
respectfully request that this Court: 

(1) Enter an order preliminarily enjoining plaintiffs 
during the pendency of this case from disseminating any 
confidences of defendants or information concerning their 

experiences with defendants outside of the papers or proceedings 
of this lawsuit; 

(2) Enter an order preliminarily enjoining plaintiffs from 
voluntarily assisting or cooperating in any proceeding with any 
person adverse to defendants herein, unless compelled to do so 
by lawful subpoena or other lawful process; 

(3) Enter an order preliminarily enjoining plaintiffs from 
voluntarily testifying or otherwise participating in any 
judic.'.t'.j., administrative or legislative proceeding adverse to 
defendants, unless compelled to do so by lawful subpoena or 
other lawful process;• 

(4) Enter an order preliminarily enjoining plaintiffs from 
prosecuting this action, until the Court finally determines the 
question of whether plaintiffs* claims are barred by the release 
agreements; 

(5) Order a separate evidentiary hearing -on any questions 
of fact concerning the validity and ..effect of the releases 
signed by plaintiffs, such hearing to be held in advance of any 
trial or motions relating to other aspects of this lawsuit, to 
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enable the Court to make informed findings of fact prior to 
adjudication of the release issues; and 


(6) That this Court take such other action as justice 
requires. 



Dated: November 9, 1989 


COOLEY, MANION, MOORE 
& JONES, P.C. 

EARLE C. COOLEY 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Church of Spiritual 
Technology and Religious 
Technology Center 


RABINOWITZ, BOUDIN, 
STANDARD, KRINSKY 
& LIEBERMAN, P.C. 
ERIC M. LIEBERMAN 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Church of Scientology 
International 


MICHAEL HERTZBERG 
Attorney for Defendant 
Author Services, Inc. 
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declaration of mark c. rathbun 

1/ MARK C. RATHBUN, hereby declare and state: 

1. I am over 18 years of age and a resident of the State 
of California. I am the President of Religious Technology 
Center ("RTC"). I have personal knowledge of the facts set 
forth herein and, if called upon to do so, can and will 
competently testify thereto. 

2. I am personally acquainted with Vicki Aznaran and 
Richard Aznaran. In March of 1987, Vicki Aznaran ceased to be 
a staff member of the Religious Technology Center. I was 
responsible for seeing to it that Richard and Vicki Aznaran's 
transition to non-Church life was a smooth one, as more 
particularly detailed in my declaration of December 12, 1988, 
previously submitted in this case, and annexed hereto as 
exhibit 1. 

3. Mutual Releases and Settlement Agreements were 
prepared for Richard and Vicki Aznaran to sign prior to their 
voluntary departure from the Chv..:ch in California. On April 9, 
1987, Richard and Vicki Aznaran carefully read the Mutual 
Releases and Settlement Agreements prior to signing them. 
Several times Richard and Vicki Aznaran expressed concern that 
they be represented by counsel, should they ever be named as 
defendants either individually or along with any other Church 
of Scientology in any legal proceedings. They both expressed 
concern that the Church see to Vicki's representation in the 
ongoing case of Stansfield. et al. v. starkev, et al. r 
pending in the Los Angeles Superior Court. Because of these 
concerns, I suggested to Church lawyers that they include a 
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guarantee that we would cover the Aznarans' representation in 
the Mutual Release and Settlement Agreements. The fact that 
this guarantee was covered in a written instrument to be signed 
by all parties was of great relief to both Aznarans. 

4. Pursuant to the Aznarans' request, I-also arranged for 
the A'znarans to be given a loan of $20,000 in order to assist 
them in their transition to non-Church life. The terms of this 
loan were drawn up in a fashion intended to be most favorable 
to the Aznarans, and to facilitate the Aznarans easily talcing 
their interest payments and eventually paying the principal. 

I also arranged for the sale of the Aznarans' horse, which 
helped facilitate the Aznarans' departure from California 
and provided them with additional financial resources. Richard 
informed me that he had attempted to sell the horse and had 
received no offers. He said he would wind up getting a "dog 

r ‘ eat " Price for the horse * which Richard described as a price 
far belcw what he had originally paid for the horse. I then 

arranged for the purchase of Richard's horse at three hundred 
dollars ($300) more than what he had paid for it originally. 

5. Prior to their departure, the Aznarans requested that 
I remain in communication with them. I agreed and asked them 
to call me whenever they required assistance of any kind, on 
April io, 1987, the Aznarans left Hemet, California. 

6. Within days of their departure, Richard called me and 
asked that I obtain affidavits from Church lawyers and 
investigators attesting to Richard's experience as a private 
investigator. I told Richard that I would speak to the lawyers 
and investigators he specified and would send the affidavits to 
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him. Richard Aznaran wrote me on April 20, 1987 giving me 
specific instructions on how to fill out the affidavits and 
enclosed copies of the blank affidavit forms. I replied to 
Richard on May 2, 1987 and attached several signed work 
affidavits for him. 

'7• The Aznarans utilized both the loan and the 
experience affidavits to establish their new living 
arrangements when they moved to Dallas, Texas, including the 
establishment of their investigative enterprise. This is 
borne out by Vicki Aznaran*s own testimony. (See Exhibit G 
to the Declaration of Kendrick L. Moxon, Deposition of Vicki 
Aznaran, pp. 1115-1116, 1122-1123, 1185, 1226-1227). 

8. Vicki asked that I keep her informed of the 
S tansfield v. —Starkey litigation, which she was interested 

in as she was a named defendant in that litigation. Vicki knew 
that, as part of her mutual release agreement with the Church, 
the Church would provide legal representation for Vicki without 
any expense to her, in the event that she was eve' served or 
otherwise brought into that suit. Pursuant to Vicki*:-, request, 
I kept Vicki abreast of actions being taken in the defense of 
that litigation. In turn, Vicki agreed to inform me if she was 
served with any papers in that suit or any action so that the 
Church could arrange for or assist in the Aznarans* defense or 
representation as appropriate. 

9. During the entire summer of 1987, Richard Aznaran was 
in periodic communication with me by phone. Richard Aznaran 
told me that Vicki Aznaran was working at her sister's law 
office as a paralegal. Richard Aznaran stated proudly that 
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1 

Vicki Aznaran was well qualified for this work having become 


2 

so familiar with legal procedure during her work with 


3 

Religious Technology Center. Richard Aznaran stated that 


4 

Vicki Aznaran was going to sign up for some courses at a Texas 


5 

ollege in order to get credits to become a recognized 


6 

paralegal. Richard Aznaran boasted that he himself was doing 


7 

some important investigative work for some of the biggest law 


8 

firms in Dallas. 


9 

10. It has been long-standing policy within the Church 


10 

that a person who joins Church staff and then voluntarily 


11 

leaves staff before the completion of his contract is 


12 

considered a "freeloader ; " within the meaning of the special 


13 

definition which this term has taken in the Church. It is 


14 

traditionally required that a former staff member have a bill 


15 

eent to him for those religious services which he received from 


16 

the Church absent the required donation while on staff. This 


17 

bill, called a "freeloader bill," is subject to discounts based 


• is 

on the amount of service which the staff member provided (in 

19 

terms of longevity on staff) prior to terminating his contract. 


20 

A former staff member must pay his freeloader bill before 


21 

receiving Scientology religious services again, or delivering 


22 

such services for compensation. The Asnarans knew that they 


23 

were considered freeloaders when they left in April, 1987. 


24 

11. In the Summer of 1987, during phone conversations 


25 

with Richard Aznaran, he mentioned to me on two or three 


26 

occasions that he wished to receive his freeloader bill, on 


27 

August 18, 1987, Richard Aznaran forwarded a petition to 


28 

RTC, requesting that his freeloader .debt be waived so that he 
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and Vicki could again receive Church services. A copy of that 
petition is annexed hereto as exhibit 2. On August 30, 1987, 
Mr. David Miscavige replied to Richard's petition, tentatively, 
denying the petition while making available to him the correct 
avenue to take in order to reduce or cancel the debt. The 
letter also states that I would be forwarding a freeloader bill 
to then shortly. A copy of Mr. Miscavige»s letter is annexed 
hereto as exhibit 3. On September 10, 1987, I then sent the 
Aznarans their respective freeloader bills. The bills show a 
70% reduction for both Vicki and Richard pursuant to Church 

policy. My letter and a copy of the bills which accompanied it 
are annexed hereto as exhibit 4. 

12. The Aznarans were always friendly and cordial with me 
on the phone between the months of April 1987 through October 
1987. in early November, 1987, I received a report from a 
staff member of the Dallas Church of Scientology that Richard 
Aznaran had obtained the counselling folders of a Dallas 
Church parishioner named Gary Franks. The Dallas Church staff 
member was complaining that Richard had in effect ripped off the 
parishioner by providing him with Scientology auditing in 
exchange for donations that would otherwise have gone to the 
Dallas Church. I phoned Richard to find out why he was 
violating the aforementioned freeloader policy. Richard stated 
that he had in fact salvaged Gary Franks and gotten him to pay 
off his own freeloader debt to the Dallas Church and provided 
him with auditing because no one at the Dallas Church had been 
in contact with Franks for years. I then investigated more 
closely and obtained Mr. Franks' accounts file from the Dallas 
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Church. The file showed that Franks had been in regular 
communication with the Dallas Church and had been making regular 
payments toward the satisfaction of his freeloader debt for a 
couple of years. I then phoned Richard and confronted him with 
the information I had found contrary to the story he had given 
me. x Richard continued to press his false story to me. I asked 
Richard to return the file to the Dallas Church. Richard said 
he had to consult with Vicki and get back to me. I spoke to 
Richard several hours later. He was quite noticeably 
inebriated. Richard asked me why I was sticking up for a 
"piss-ant" staff member from the Dallas Church; that I should 
twist policy against such a ''meaningless” individual. This was ‘ 
the exact same attitude shown by the actions of Vicki Aznaran 
that lead to her removal as Inspector General of RTC. I spoke 
to Richard for several minutes and explained to him that Church 
policy is clear that the scriptures apply to the highest levels 
of the ecclesiastical hierarchy as they do to the lowest. 

Richard finally agreed to turn the file back over to the Dallas 
Church. At that moment, Vicki Aznaran yelled in the background 
"f— you, Marty, we'll never do another favor for you again.” 
Richard ultimately hung up the phone. Subsequently I learned 
through the depositions of Richard Aznaran and Vicki Aznaran 
that the Aznarans continued to service Gary Franks using 
Scientology in exchange for money well into 1988. I mention 
this as the only expressed upset the Aznarans had with me or the 
Church in 1987 was concerning their inability per Church policy 
to deliver Scientology services. 

13. Under the terms of the Loan Agreement, the Aznarans 
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were to pay 5% interest per annum until the principal was paid. 
Notwithstanding the terms of the loan, the Aznarans did not 
send any interest payment during 1987. Accordingly, in 
the first or second week of January 1988, I phoned Rick 
Aznaran to find out what he was intending to do regarding the 
overdue interest payment for the year 1987. Richard stated 
that he intended to pay, however he had to get some matters 
straightened around with his accountant first. Several days 
^■ a ^ er ^ attempted to call Richard without success. A letter 
was then sent to the Aznarans in or around January, 1988, 
requesting the overdue interest payment. A copy of that 
letter is annexed hereto as exhibit 5. No response was 
received. A second notice was sent to the Aznarans on March 
15, 1988, a copy of which is annexed hereto as exhibit 6. No 
response was received. A third notice was sent to the 
Aznarans on December 29, 1988, a copy of which is annexed 
hereto as exhibit 7. No response was received. As mentioned 
m the December 29, 1988 letter, no payment for either 1987 or 
1988 had been received at that time. To date, no interest 
payment for 1987, 1988'or 1989 has been received. 

14. In February of 1988, I spoke to Richard on the 
phone several times in order to discuss Joe Yanny's allegation 
that Vicki Aznaran had done or was going to do a statement for 
Joe supporting his allegation that a 150,000 dollar retainer ha 
had received several years ago was non-refundable. I asked 
Richard to meet with me to discuss this as I did not want to see 
cajoled into committing perjury at the behest of Joe 
Yanny. Richard claimed there was nothing to speak about and 
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would not meet. I asked Richard if there was any problem with 

our continuing relationship. Richard replied that there was 
not. 

15. On or about March 3, 1988, RTC staff member Ray 
Mithoff and I travelled to Dallas, Texas in order to meet with 
the Aznarans to attempt to sort out any differences created by 
Joe Yanny. At that time, Richard Aznaran met with Mr. 

Mithoff. Annexed hereto as Exhibit 8 is the Declaration of 
Raymond Mithoff, dated January 3, 1989, which details what 
transpired in this meeting. At no time did Richard ever 
express a desire or intention to rescind the April 9, 1987 
agreements. The sum.and substance of Mr. Mithoff's account 
are corroborated by the testimony of Richard Aznaran. 

16. Until Vicki Aznaran's deposition, commencing in 
June, 1988, neither I nor any other Church of Scientology or 
Religious Technology Center staff member had any further contact 
of any kind with the Aznarans. The Aznarans, however, did have 
extensive contacts with Joe Yanny during the month of March, 
1988. said contacts, which included the planning of the instant 
lawsuit, are very well documented in the defendants' motion to 
disqualify Cummins and White from this lawsuit. As this court 
is no doubt well aware, the Aznaran lawsuit did not seek to 
rescind the April 9, 1987 agreements. Indeed, the lawsuit does 
not make any reference to the agreements. 

17. In June 1988, after learning of Joe Yanny having 
conspired with the Aznarans and Bent Corydon, another adverse 
litigant, Earle Cooley and myself called Yanny and his partner 
A1 Herzig in an attempt to amicably settle our differences 
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short of litigation. During that phone call Joe Yanny 
threatened to go to Federal authorities and to the Los 
A nqeles Times with information he learned while representing 
the Church if the Church did not agree not to sue him and 
agree to pay large sums of money to Yanny. Mr. Cooley told 
Mr. Yanny that we had nothing to hide and that short of Yanny 
discontinuing his breaches of confidence with the Aznarans and 
others, and short of his coming clean as to the full extent of 
said breaches the Church would be forced to sue. I 
subsequently learned through the deposition of Vicki Aznaran 
that the Aznarans entertained two reporters from the Los 
Anqeles Times at their home in Dallas for a full day within a 
week of Yanny>s threat. Joe Yanny was in telephonic 
communication with the _Los Angeles Time* reporters while they 
were at the Aznaran's home. Furthermore, the Aznarans and 
Yanny went to the FBI on several occasions and told a series of 
lies about the Church of Scientology to an FBI agent based in 
1jOS An 3 eles in an attempt to start an investigation into the 
Church and obtain assistance in their cause. The allegations 
upon which Yanny and Aznaran obtained the aid of the FBI agent 
were soundly rejected as to veracity and actionability by three 
District Court jurists leaving the FBI agent holding the bag 
having to explain to his superiors why he, in effect, assisted 
litigants in their vendetta. 

18. in summary, the only disagreement ever expressed by 
the Aznarans to me in the year 1987 concerned their inability 
to deliver Scientology services for pay. Subsequent to 1987 
the only disagreement ever expressed by the Aznarans to me 
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concerned their desire to essist Joe Yanny in his conflict with 
the Church. They have never expressed an intention in writing 
or verbally to rescind the settlement agreements entered into 
cn April 9, 1987. Further, it is clear from the aforementioned 
facts, all corroborated by the Aznarans- own testimony, that the 
idea -,to sue the Church only came about through contacts with Joe 
Yanny who had his own conflict going with the Church. The 
Asnarans' claims of duress and brainwashing are a sham. The 

only duress present between the Aznarans and the Church were the 
extortionate threats made by the Aznarans. 

I declare under the penalties of perjury under the laws of 

the united states of.America that the foregoing is true and ' 
correct. 

Executed this 4th day of November, 1989, at Los Angeles, 
California. 
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1. MARK C. RATHBUN, hereby declare and state: 

.1. I am over 18 years of age and a resident of the State 
of California. I am the President of Religious Technology 
Center ("RTC"). I have personal knowledge of the facts set 
forth herein and, if called upon to do so, can and will 
competently testify thereto. 

2. I am personally acquainted with Vicki Aznaran and 
Richard Aznaran. In March of 1987, Vicki Aznaran ceased to be a 
staff member of the Religious Technology Center. I was 
responsible for seeing to it that Richard and Vicki Aznaran's 
transition to non-Church life was a smooth one. 

3. While Richard and Vicki Aznaran were wrapping up their 
affairs they stayed in a hotel in Hemet, California. I met with 
Richard and Vicki Aznaran for several hours, both individually 
and together, while they were in the hotel in Hemet. At all 
times between March 31, 1987 and April 10, 1987, when they 
ultimately left, they were completely free to leave. On or 
about April 2, 1987, I went to the hotel to see Vicki and 
Richard Aznaran. They were not there, but had left a friendly 
note for me which stated that they had left for Los Angeles - 
over 85 miles away - in Richard Aznaran's truck, so that Vicki 
Aznaran could visit a doctor. A copy of said note is attached 
as Exhibit 1. 

4 . Several times during the final week of the Aznarans' 
stay in Hemet, Richard Aznaran commented to me that he was fully 
trained in the Church to be a private investigator. He asked roe 
to obtain for him affidavits from Church lawyers and private 
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investigators with whom he had worked for use in his obtaining a 
private investigator's license in Texas. He said that his * 
experience working on legal cases for the Church fully qualified 
him to obtain a private investigator's license and that the 
attorneys he worked for should certainly agree. Richard Aznaran 
mentioned to me that Vicki Aznaran intended to get a job as a 
paralegal with her sister, whom Vicki Aznaran stated is an 
attorney, since Vicki Aznaran had learned so much about legal 
procedure while in the Church. 

5. Mutual Releases and Settlement Agreements were prepared 
for Richard and Vicki Aznaran to sign as part of wrapping up 
their affairs with the Church. On April 9, 1987, Richard and 
Vicki Aznaran carefully read the Mutual Releases and Settlement 
Agreements prior to signing them. Several times Richard and 
Vicki Aznaran expressed concern that they be represented by 
counsel, should they ever be named as defendants either 
individually or along with any other Church of Scientology in 
any legal proceedings. They both expressed concern that the 
Church see to Vicki's representation in the ongoing case of 
Stansfield, et al., vs. Starkey, et al. . (also known as 
the F.A.I.R. case) then pending in the Los Angeles Superior 
Court. Because of these concerns, I suggested to Church lawyers 
that they include a guarantee that ve would cover the Aznarans' 
representation in the Mutual Release and Settlement Agreements. 
The fact that this guarantee was covered in a written instrument 
to be signed by all parties was of great relief to both 
Aznarans. They both expressed the feeling that it was 
completely unnecessary for the Mutual Release and Settlement 
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Agreements to prohibit their cooperation with anyone with an 
adverse interest to any Church of Scientology, as they protested 
that that would never ever occur. Vicki Aznaran stated that she 
had worked on legal cases so long she knew that anyone attacking 
the Scientology religion was a fraud and a criminal. That was 
the only objection the Aznarans voiced with regard to the Mutual 
Releases and Settlement Agreements they signed. When they 
reviewed the agreements, I arranged for Church lawyers John G. 
Peterson and Lawrence E. Heller to be present to answer any 
questions the Aznarans might have about the terms. I 
specifically asked Vicki and Richard Aznaran whether they had 
any such questions. They both laughed and stated that they did 
not, and that they had worked on legal matters long enough to 
know what releases and settlement agreements were all about. I 
also informed the Aznarans that they were free to consult with 
another lawyer, such as Vicki Aznaran's sister, if they had any 
doubts about the terms of the Mutual Releases and Settlement 
Agreements. 


6. I then arranged for the sale of the Aznarans' horse 
(which the Church purchased for $300 more than the Aznarans had 
paid for the horse themselves), the rental of a truck for them 
to use to transport their belongings, assistance in loading the 
truck, the reimbursement to Richard Aznaran for receipts for 
expenses for food and transport he had incurred over the past 
week, and other last minute odds and ends. I also gave the 
Aznarans I a check for $20,000 pursuant to a loan the Church 
extended to the Aznarans in order to ease their transition into 
non-Church life. Richard and Vicki Aznaran expressed their 
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gratitude for this loan and the other arrangements I had made 
for then. I arranged for the Arnarans to remain in 
communication with me and ashed them to call me whenever they 
required assistance of any kind. On April 10, 1987, the 
Aznarans left Hemet, California. 

Hithin days of their departure, Richard called me and 
esked that I obtain affidavits from Church lawyers and 

investigators attesting to Richard's experience as a private 

investigator. I told Richard that I would speak to the lawyers 

and investigators he specified and would send the affidavits to 

him. Richard Aznaran wrote me, giving me specific instructions 

on how to fill out the. affidavits and enclosed copies of the 

blank affidavit forms. Attached as Exhibit 2 is a copy of Mr. 

Aznaran's letter of April 20, 1987. I replied to Richard on Ha 

., 1987 and attached several signed work affidavits for him. 
(Exhibit 3). 

8. During the entire summer of 1987, Richard Aznaran was 
10 periodic communication with me by phone. Richard Aznaran 
told me that Vicki Aznaran was working at her sister's law 
office as a paralegal. Richard Aznaran stated proudly that 
Vicki Aznaran was well qualified for this work having become sc 
familiar with legal procedure during her work with Religious 
Technology Center. Richard Aznaran stated that Vicki Aznaran 
was going to sign up for some courses at a Texas college in 
order to get credits to become a recognized paralegal. Richard 

Aznaran boasted that he himself was doing some important 
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investigative work for sone of the biggest lav firms, in Dallas. 

I declare under the penalties of perjury under the lavs of 
the United States of America that the foregoing is true and 
correct. 

Executed this ] Z- day of December, 1988, at Los Angeles, 
California. 
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EXHIBIT 2 




Marty Hathbun 
4751 Fountain Ave. 

Los Angeles, CA 90029 


20 Apr 87 


cc: DM 

RE: PI LICENSING 

Dear Marty; 

Hi. Well, I've heard back from the state on their licensing 
requirements for Pi's and fortunately it's about the same as 
California. 

I am going to need some help in compiling evidence to 
show that I am qualified for a license. 

I am applying for an Investigative license as well as 
a Guard license. In order to qualify for an investigator license 
I have to be able to prove three (3) years experience. In order 
to qualify for the guard company license I have to be able to 
show proof of two years (2) experience. This shouldn't be any 
problem as that is all I have done for the last six years. 

I want to ensure that I liaise with you guys so that everything 

jives. 

I have attached a copy of the APPLICATION TO QUALIFY MANAGER 
OR SUPERVISOR Form so that you see what I am being asked. I 
am also enclosing copies of the EXPERIENCE AFFIDAVIT. 

You can see on the Mgr/Sup application that I am also 
asked to show who my employers were for the last five years. 

This has to be coordinated with my experience affidavits. 

Gene Ingram gave me a card identifying me as an investigator 
with Ingram investigations back in '81 or '82. Actually, it 
was *82. So a lot of it can show up up with him. I also worked 
For, Mike Levanas as an investigator for a while so he can show 
some. '.Of courr.e I worked for Wagner. We already have me working 
some for JP. That job I did in Boston was for Earle Cooley. 

That payroll robbery that I investigated and solved and got the 
two guys arrested for was done for Bridge Publications. I set 
up security for the church in Riverside, LA, Florida and Copenhagen 
which can show as being done for a multi nation - al*'corporation 
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under the auspices of JP. Anyway, it doesn't seem that hard 
to put it all together actually. I'll leave the specifics to 
you as I am sure you will want to go over it with JP. 

Also, JP's letter of recommendation was great but I am 
going to need more letters and the above mentioned terminals 
should be able to supply them as it is quite factual. The letter 
from Sridge Publications will not be recognizable as being from 
the CofS unless someone researches it. The same goes for the 
GOLDEN ERA PRODUCTIONS which could be a seperate letter for establishing 
it's security. Since the security that I established at Creston 
was per attorney's advice (ie. Sherman Lenske) this should be 
a seperate letter. 

If you do not feel .good about approaching any of these 
terminals I can do it, but I felt I should coordinate it with 
you. 

I am starting to get some local work which is nice but 
it will be a much better scene once I get my license. I suppose 
that this seems like a lot of documentation in order to just 
get a license but :you haven't even seen it all. I also have 
to get recommendations from the local Police and the Sheriffs. 

Gawd, what a pain. 

1 hope everything is going well there. I really appreciate 
your help. 


ML 
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2 Kay, 1987 

Bick Aznaran 
~ 5111 Piamesha Way 
Bescuite, Texas 75150 


Be; PI licensing and KEST 


Dear Pick, 

This letter responds to the letters you sent to sse on 18 April and 
2Z> April. 


I have enclosed signed experience affidavits from John Pederson 
and Gene Inaras. Peterson also got Mike Levanas' agreement to sign one 
and he vill'send that to you separately early next week. 


As discussed you probably ought to attach copies of the experience 
affidavits to your application for sanagerial status. 

T have had people searching high and low for your Debtor tool kit 
and lor your flashcube" holder with no luck. Did you have any othe. 
separate storage space or nook where you stored sest that I can have 

checked? 


I’ll check with Phil Jepson on this as you suggested. 

also get your F/L debt calculated and senw to you. 
Say hi to Vicki. Good luck on getting a good job. 
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-• ♦..jtrr»CT»»’fHAW 


Peters ok & Bbykak 

ATTOHWCT1 AT LAW 

1330 wiLS«»*t lOUttVAMO. SUiTt ACT 
*CVE*LT HILLS. CALI*“©*NIA ©0211 

WO) * 3»»»*3 


May 1, 1SS7 


Richard Aznarar. 

5521 Greenville 
Suite 104-754 
Dallas, Texes 75206 

Dear Richard: 

Enclosed are the experience affidavits you requested. 

Michael Levanas will be sendir .5 you an experience affidavit under 
separate cover. _ 

If you need any further assistance, please don't hestitate to 
contact re. 

Sincerely, 

' ; ERSON 4 BRYNAN 



Enc. 
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-TEXAS BOARD 'OF FRIVATr ‘NVESTI GATORS AND PRIVmTF 'ECURITY AGENCIES 



P.0. Box 13509 
Capitol Station 
Austin. Texas 78711 

EXPERIENCE AFFIDAVIT 


INSTRUCTIONS: 1. "Applicant shall not complete this form. It shall be completed by clients or employers 

who can verify experience^ the applicant. 

2. Statement shall list type of services performed by the applicant, dates of performance 
and name, address and telephone number of the person making affidavit. 


This is to certify and state that Richard Aznaran_ 

Kami Of x^rucjurr 


performed the services of: 


Investigator for the Lav Firm of Peterson & Erynan in Beverly Bills, 
California. I have been a licensed private investigator in California 
since October 1982. I have conducted investigations for Peterson L 
Brynan continuously from 1983 to the present and in so doing have had the 
occasion to conduct investigations vith the assistance of Richard Aznaran. 

_I know from personal experience that Aznaran has conducted background, 
.accident, civil and criminal investigations, full time, -continuously for 
over 3 years for Peterson & Erynan.’ 

Name of Person making affidavit: _ F'upeng _ Inc r?r _ 

-Name olCompany[U»ny) Incram Investigations _ T»i^hnn» (213) 656-5775 

Addresc- ^343 Sunset Blvc., Los Angeles, CA 90029 

Suttt k Mum$«r . Cny • &<ait X* 
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sIVESTlGATORS AND PRI. ,T SECURITY AGENCIES 

F.O. Box 13509 
Capitol Station . 

Austin. Texas 78711 


EXPERIENCE AFFIDAVIT 


INSTRUCTIONS: 1. -Applicant shall not complete this form, h shall be completed by clients or employers 

who can verify experience of the Applicant. 

2. Statement shall list Type of services performed by the applicant, dates of performance 
and name, address and telephone number of the person making affidavit. 


This is ao .certify and state that _Bi chard Aznaran- performed the services of: 

mame or afpucaxt 

Ehiel of Security of Building. Applicant also set up and oversav the 
security systems and personnelfor several of my corporate clients 
.including an international publishing company, a recording studio and 
tpri va te office. 


TEXAS BOARD'OF PRlVAt 



‘Name 'vl Person making affidavit: 


John G. Peterson 


rmpinyfrfiny) Peterson & Brynan 


-Telephone 2 1 3 - 6 6 1 03 0 


B530 Kilshire Blvd., Suite 407, Beverly Hills, CA 50211 

.-.r Stfiii i humiif •: • CfY •. State Zo 


Daiesrhc above listed services were performed: 


From _1 0/B1 


MfiVDrrAiir 


12/30/83 


' — - Sm y^ay/ m T 0 er 


10- 


^X^S^jruiu/i •< maunf »fii 04 «n 


lubscribed and sworn to before me. a Notary Public, in and for . 


Sun 


US 




day of 




/ 


• OFFICIAL SEAL 
RICHARD SHELLEY 
NOtmt public - CALIFORNIA 

tns /.torus co'j'fTY 

*7 cxja. Bp:ra A!H 50. 19SS J . 


.. IP ^,7* 



My Commission Expii 


ires 77L^y T*d? ■ / F ^ 9* 
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NVESTI GATORS AND PR T r “ECURITY AGENCIES. 

P.O. Box13S09 
Capitol Station 
Austin. Texas 78711 


EXPERIENCE AFFIDAVIT 


INSTRUCTIONS: 1. -Applicant shall not complete this form. It shall be completed by clients or employers 

who can verify experience of the applicant. 

2. Siatement shall list type of services performed by the applicant, dates of performance • 
and name, address and telephone number of the person making affidavit. 


This is 1© certify and state that Richard Aznaran _performed the services of: 

name Of Airrucxvn 

Applicant vorked full time in my attorney office in general, private 
investigative matters for my clients and for litigation I vas in 
representing clients. This investigation involved every aspect of the 
investigative field from background and record checks, to accident 
investigation, vitness interviews and criminal investigation. 


■TEXAS BOARD 'OF PRIVA 



fJa-me ef Person making affidavit: _ 

♦Jam* cf Companyfif any) Peterson & 
Address: B530 Wilshire Blvd. 

. Sum S Numbir 


John G. Petersen 

Brynsn _ T.l.-h.,,,, 2I3-661-<030 

Suite 407, Beverly Hills, CA 90211 _ 

Cuy % . Suit w 2 o 


Dales The above listed services were performed: 

4 

From 1 /1 /84 in 1/30/S7 

• Mo./Dty/Y §»r fcAo./Diy /Yt»r 



Subscribed and sworn to before me. a NoiaryPubllc inandfor 

Courrrs 


e£. 


St*i* 


this 


/ 


day of 




.19 _£Z_.. 


.* OFFICIAL SEAL 
8ICHA8D SHELLEY 

CALIFORNIA 


NOXARV PUBLIC * CALIFOR 

Lot AJictiis coufm 

Uj eerr.m. JUN 20. 


1939 


9i Haujy Pyfciic^ 


Cmvnrt Suit 

My Commission Empires . iJT&. /fJ2. 
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EXHIBIT B 
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V 


received 

r v/iH? i 


Special Project Ops 



August 18, 1987 


Pick Aznaran 


PE: PETITION 


Dear Sir; 


SITUATION: M y wife and Byself hare been back in the field for 
four Eonths and have not been able to get anything done on our 
ethics or free loaders status. 

DATA: Both my wife and Byself vere in the S.O. for ten years, 
and were on staff for a total of for a total of fourteen years 
each. During this tise ve both contributed to the best of our 
abilities to the Church and it’s expansion and especially to LEH. 

Per HCO PL 11 June 81R, VIOLATION OP STAFF COVENANT, "it is 
necessary to sake an allowance for the contribution a person who 
failed to cocplete his covenant did make while on staff." 

I hare spoken to Karty on at loast two occassions trying to find 
out what »ine and Vicki’s fr^e loadei debt was but have not yet 
found out anything. I else expressed a desire to handle our 
ethics cycles which is something ve esn obviously not do on local 
lines or probably any but Int lines. 

Vhat 1 aa requesting is: 

1) Our FL debts be cancelled due to the contributions ve 
made while on staff being above and beyond vhat would be 
considered norsal. 

2) • That ve be allowed to continue to do our ethics 
conditions and turn then in to whomever you designate for 
upgrade. 
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. v 4 4 ~ and I have salvaged 

As added data, since be^ng f loader** Vicki did the ethics 

tvo people one of whom was a-free loiter. J™ x 0i £f his free 

;.k.«...«&..>•.- ;:;; 

r. ,r J£.*aJs l .:s 

lines. He ia the person vho originally got me 
I felt I owed him my help. 


Vicki and I also 
against the enemy. 

Neither one of ns 
point where ve can 


feel that this has been an effective blow 

is in Doubt and we are anxious to get to the 
continue to get aertices. 


SOLUTION: Approve that our debts be cancelled aad that Karty 

:^v;v.‘\AViVi“ , , 4 .rd bl .i e . 1 . , k. «». .«.«.<... 

That way ve can get aerTices. 


Thank you for your consideration. 


This is okay. 


Much ,Lote, 
Sick Aznaran 
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HUBBARD COMMUNICATIONS OFFICE 
Saint Hill Manor, East Grinstead. Sussex 


Remimeo 
HCO Hats 
Reg Hats 
Dept 7 Half's 
Miss ions 
All persons 
who have 
left staff 
before com¬ 
pleting sta 
covenant 


HCO POLICY LETTER OF-11 JUNE 1981R 
REVISED 18 MARCH 1982 

CANCELS 

HCO PL 13 Oct 72R II 
Rev. & Reiss• 9.5.79 
FREELOADER PROCRAN ADMINISTRATION, 

VHO IS A FREELOADER? 

(Revisions in Script) 

fi 


VIOLATION OF STAFF COVENANT 


A new handling o 
pleting their covenan 
and is now ready for 


f persons who left staff before cen¬ 
ts has been very successfully piloted 
broad release and implementation. 


BACKGROUND 

The original policy on the subje’et of "f reeloaders, ECO 
PL 13 .October 1972, FREELOADERS, was written to handle a prob¬ 
lem that existed in the late sixties and early seventies. ^ _ 
This problem was individuals joining staf.. solely for the . • 
purpose of getting free services and then leaving without . 
giving a proper exchange to the org that trained and audite 
them. •Such persons were labelled "Freeloaders” and were wde 
ineligible for further training or processing until they paid 
in full for any services received while on staff. 

•The original freeloader handling was successful in that 
.it has been found by investigation that since that time very, 
few people Joined staff with the sole purpose of getting free 
training and processing and then left. ^ 

A later policy, HCO PL 13 Ofctober 1972R, FREIfOAiSER PRO¬ 
GRAM ADMINISTRATION, VHO IS A FREELOADER?/••’writt3i:J>y- a former 
CS-3 extended the "Freeloader'Vhandling to anybocy *ad every- 
body'wbo ever left staff without "completing ;i ^n-enant. Th^s 
policy made no distinction between those who actually contribut¬ 
ed .while Ion staff and those who were on staff solely for first 
dynamic reasons and who contributed nothing. •*•• -••• * * * 


•staff. is vis .because, xpo^iouwau - C," 

•to'services as'part - of >the Exchange ;due/.him.;w Such allowance y 
.is not iat >11 intended to Idiainish-.‘the iovert .of .leaving staff ' 

• without completing a covenant. vrlRather,’Cits -purpose^ is to nore 
" accurately measure the .'exchange between‘.the person and the org. 

- . .. .... • •, • < 5 ,- * 7 .* *7 • r . v *. • '“•* v . * 

- ‘ 7 • • ’• ~£D JUSTM£NTS~ T" • 7 * *T ” 

•-. To .Ybe degree *xbLt ‘such *a person contributed while on staff, 
be owes something less than the full amount of^the services 
received while .a staff member .*c **““•*' ^ '*** 

Any system which measured all the nuances of exchange and 
which covered all possible circumstances would be very complex 
and difficult to administer. However a system has been devised 
and piloted which has proven highly WORKABLE and which was very 
well received by those persons involved in the pilot. 


OOOSiG4 
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There ere tk\tt separate proceiuras takes to * 

person’s bill. The results of each are compared, and the 
highlit of the is taken as that person s bill. The ***< 

6 epa.ra.te procedures are described in the lolloping 

PROCEDURE #1: YE ARLY PERCENTAGE A DJUSTMENT. T * e ,Bers°^s 
total bill io r all services received while on staff is computed.. 
Ill is taken off the bill for every full year .pent -on post 
producing under a covenant. This can be broken down to 10. for 
each full six-month period but cannot be broken down ti 
smaller increments than six months. Time spent on full 
training such as the TTC or ATC does not count as time spent 
on post producing, Tor the purposes _of_computing the percent¬ 
age credit. 

Example : -Staff Member A was in the Sea Org ibree years 
and eight months and received services totalling 5 10 *°°°: 
would be entitled to 70% or $7,000 off the debt as an allow- . 
ance for his production, leaving $3,000 owing. 

PROCEDURE #2: BASIC PENANCE. 'A Bis'ic Penance for violation^ 
of covenan —is charged. • This is $2,500 for Sea Org and $1 000 
for non-Sea Org staff. This is normally the 

charged for violation of a covenant.’. If the Yea.ly P *^*~;*f* 
Adjustment as computed in Procedure #1 above is 
Basic Penance,':the Basic Penance amount is charged. m \' m 

* • • ; ;* r. l.H tvr.I.?T* J- - ::t : ' * t 

Bxamnle: Staff Member B was in the Sea Org four years . 

and S months and received $10,000 worth of servieti while on 
staff. He would be entitled to a credit of 80* or $8.000 against 
the debt, leaving a balance of $2,000. Since 52.000 is les 
than the Basic Penance of $2,500 for Sea Org members, Sta.f 
kemher B would be required to pay the higher amount, or $2,-00. 

.. . , f •*.*. * * -* ; •* i l:? Z:. *’ * * * 

In'otber words.'the higher of the two bills is the one 
which must be paid. There is an exception however. _ . 

..... ^ .... c -. ^V- £ ’•« J*1 .OOsl. * 

~‘i: -'EXCEPTION': 'i.There'is 'one 'circumstance .in _which a^person •• 
who violated a covenant would pay less than this Basic Ben ace. 
This is when the original bill/ without Any percentage credi- 
taken off,-is less than the Basic Penance amount.In t~is -- 
"j instance only the original bill would be owing.* _To do o e - 
wise would increase the bill for these persons and this is not 

the intention of this handling. . . . .. ., 

. .,—.j;-to-.:. *..:j t •.! •• sV..;V • T- -Z : r • 

: *-’Ti-:’’^".Example": *'f Staff Member C served one year on ^J<5ve *year 
•non-Sea - Org - covenant in a Class IV Org and received $800 worth 
'of service while on staff. ••He would owe $800 since this ••• - 
unadjusted bill :amount is less'than the Basic Penance ^amount .. 
of $1,000 for non-Sea Org staff. -.tin .;».■«•• .-p— ;; 

* y.c Vf. / Y - 

SPECIAL HA NDLING TOR SEA ORG STAPE WHO S E RVED MORE THAN 5 YEARS 
lN the SEa''0rS 1 former Sea Org stall memoers who left sta.i 
before the date of this PL and who served five years or more 
in the Sea Org noA.maJ.ly owe only $2,500. •-This is because no 
matter bow many services a Sea Org member received over a 5 ^ 
year period in the Sea Org and no matter .the value of those 
services, the penance would automatically be nullified after 

minusing off 20% for every year of service <*••• J°* ? * 1CW * 
Thus uiaaily only the $2,500 Basic Penance is owed. (Waft. 

T hii ha.ndli.ng ii iubjtct io mod^i^aajLon pt\ pn.octdu\t 3 - 

*C 0 VtAtc( Iz£l\ <Ln £h<Lk PI.) ; w * ' J.•. # ’.'V * * 

cowever. Sea Org'members who leave staff after j.u« i.lt 
of this PL and who have served over 5 years will be handled 
in a different fashion. 
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The first 5 years are handled •? - ^ services re- 

20^ per year credit eliminates all charges f Basic 

ceived during those first five years, leaving only the Basic 

Penance of $2,500 for SO Members. 

But in the sixth year of service the processJch^ear^n 
over again and the person is allowed 2C* off So , the 
those services received after the fifth year but before the 
eleventh year. (Years 6-10 delusive in other words) in 
this case the person’s bill would be the hig.e. •• Basic 

Procedure #1 and Procedure #2 as described above^ The Basi 
Penance amount is only counted once, i.e. a pers 
pay $2,500 for each 5 year period of service. 

The same process repeats itself after the te..-h year b 
before the sixteenth (years 11 through 15 inclusive) an 

cteff Werber W was in the Sea Org seven yea.s 

of services - while on staff. $50,000 was during the first fi e 
years and $10,000 was during the sixth and seventh y * • . 

lould not be billed for the 550.000 worth of En¬ 
during the first five years due to,the fact that ‘ 

celled by the 20£ a year allowance. * He would be e.,a-e 
Aoi or $4,000 oil the $10,000 worth of se ^ v *ces receive- i- 
- sixth and seventh years, leaving a debt cl $6.00°-** 

pay the $6,000 amount jjince^lt is higher than the $2,500 Basic 

Penance’* * .- ....* • — -*• * .- 

Staff ke.T.ber * was in the Sea Org 11 years and 
le't I':e* t he date of this PL. He received S40.000 worth of 
services in the first ten years and ~2.000 worth o. service 
in the eleventh year. He would not be billed *"*}**" ^0% 
received in the first ten years. Ee would be: entitled to 20 
or $400 off the services received in the * ‘’vince 

a balance of $1,600 as figured by Procedure #1 S £ 

$1,600 is less than the Basic Penance of $2,500 for Sea o. * 
members, be would pay the Basic Penance amount - S2_,500.^ 




7 ; 


% ' _ .. 


TKOClVUit • i l"‘- : F UU~ B U1I MG~ TO 2~ U'? ? \ ? 1 EX' E i.' T g AIW T WO.'', A fb-tnd 
p-iocecune Vc7 now an ionce inoae covenant 

Xtceivtd uppen Itutl aaditoi oi admtn. itai.ni.ns whilt on lta(,i. 

? ! pAoceduAe'ia'to' bill in ’{all %oi any aaditoi tiainm 3 and 
■ inltxnihipi above Giadudtt'Claii~ IV Con Saptiuiiox. and tht 
OEC ’ FcBC and VaXa Sen-tea lualuatoi Couple. ; Thu amount ii 
thin ' compared to tht amounti undti pioc.tdax.ti 1 and 2 above 
and tht hightit oi tht thltt amount! n owed. _. 

*- Ont Ataion (o\ thil il became'the, 013 'will havt inatittd 
a oAeat dial oi time and money to tltuait a ptnon to tht Itutli 
oftiaining and competence dticiibtd above.'-* It wouid tbene^oAe 
not be a piopti exchange to chaigt only a ima.ll Aeduced debt 
ai pti tht px.oc.idum I and 2 tovtitd tailiti. AnotheA Ataion 
i01^thil ii that thtn have been Aecent attempts to _h.cAe highly 
tiaintd itail memben-4 away (10m thtii oigi by eiitiing to pay 
0 \{ thtix. Ktlaiiatly imalldtbtl. ■ V-. 

Thil pioctdait ii AetAoactive. Any diiputti oa duagitt- 
mtnti outi tht application 0 i thil pioctdait can bt Ititntd to 
Xht BoasidA oi Review dtAC\+bid XaXLK^zn XnzA rL. j * . . .. 

' Example: •Sta'ii MembeA* Y wal ' in tht Sea Oig 5 ytan and 
Aeceived ? S T, 000 in aenvicei. 01 thn amount, | 9 * 47 ? ." fi f A 0 , 
the SHS8C and Inttinihip . Undti pioctdait 2 about hti bill 
would be 42, 5 00 iince be bad aeAved S ytan. Howevee he^woutd 
iZnrt Zh+A jLa Xht amounX oi ,J . n P r * f #,,# #,M -- - - 

.....ntnj Aeceived and ii tbe highti amount. 
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Example: SHU Ucmben Z senved fUet yeay on a five 

uean non-5 ea 0*3 covenant in a Ciaii IV Oxg and A .\l^ v ^ d fl 
(iO.000 wonth oi senvices, ol which the OtC and fESC 19 £ 3 

lamenUtd (14. 750. UndtA pnocedune •1 above he would be 
entitled to i0\ on ( 1 1,000 against the debt leaving a balance 
oi ( 1 2 000 . He would owe (14,750 since this is the amoun-C oi 
the* up pen level admin tnaining and is the high ex amount. 


2 . 

3. 

4. 

5. 


CORRECTING THE ORIGINAL BILL 

Before computing the percentage credit ‘^“^the'value 
it is often necessary to correct the bill to reflect th * 
oi services actually received by the covenant breaker whil 
on staff.' The adjustments that were used during the pilot 
as follows: 

1. Courses that were started and invoiced but not completed 
■ can be taken off the bill. •• . ; •• 

Interes't charges can be eliminated. 

Co-audits which were invoiced at professional auditing 
rates can be reduced to standard public fees for co-au—ts 
lor'the tine of the co-audit. • 

Student"' auditing' of staff charged for at "full professional 
rates can be reduced by 50%. 

' Routine* hatting’actions done on post by a Hatting 
Establishment Officer are not courses andi and^-e d ‘ 

All checksneet courses are subject to billi-gs *nd a. e . 
charged for, including post hatting checks.eets. 

Ttaees and allowances and, in the case bf Sea Org "e^ers 
..room and board,_transport and medical_are not c-ar 6 ed for. 

Staff members who received training or processing at an 
upper org are billed for all notes si^ed a ?™ r * C ?/cr-KTR 
.. ; .12 March 1975 GRADE SUBSIDY TOR STATT^FOjl^IDDEJ* ^IN^ CTIi_R^ _ 

' ■ ‘ ORGS.rniT* ~ , *'ViV*'• • . ' 

8 .'* i Services should be charged for using’t’be..rates that were * 

' .in force at the time the, staff, member received the service. 
* Tor example’,' one" would not charge 1981 ra ** s ~ * 

. that was received in 1977, but rather would.charge the . . 

1977 rate. ••’ 4 ? a.a-n.51**5. t * |.- s • *•* 

-- The above list may or may not be complete. . ; The point is 
to establish a fair bill for services actually received before 
• deducting the..204 per. year of service allowance. • 

J ^TheVeveV possible , the’ amount and value of services •• 
received must be verified against actual records such as 
invoices, student files, folder summaries and so forth. How¬ 
ever, in some instances the records may be so incomplete, 
muddled or non-existent that an accurate determination of 
the bill is not possible. In such cases the person *';*** 
be unduly slowed or stopped by the org s out admin. One would . 
simply establish the billing with the person and obtain a . 
written attest. Any knowing falsification subJect 

to later ethics action and billing when discovered. 


7. 


. TSM PROGRAM ■ < • ' ‘‘ - 

An TSM program is hereby instituted whereby a person who 
has left staff before completing his covenant can pay off his 

00Q2G7 


n 0 «-* 
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;s“* »»»>S! “•»«»»•*° rsu ,=a vou 

bill. After bis dij-j. 

be paid directly. . . l0 _ s by bringing 

„„ jk«sis ns4“«:-*»2« J “-"* ,0 “““ ,he!r 

debts. 


pg£VIOH s PAYVTENTS 


^ - ,. r .nr overp.yi.. at 

There-is no "rebate" or ' cred- ef Teducir . g the bill per . 


.•■:• i to vo?£ CKI 


“ : *^ r ” ■ ~ 40 J tn'the 0Tg Where the 

' Ko^illy the adjusted debt is P*- happen that sone 

horr.aliy However, it cay D JT collecting org 

s - — 1 

debts. 


IxbsI.; S»»« "!S!^ t «I“ut-Uo”oO* *S 20 . 000 _*ro«, «HO 

AOLA ud_t.c.iv.d_..rvi=. It 4 , .1 smw. 


90% credit, 


Day and $20,000 iron AOLA. At /ii^plit $ 2 , 00 o’to ASF.O Day 
h's adiusted bill is $5,000. <.nilects the debt is respon¬ 
ded $3 000 to AOLA. The org tha n this example there »ere 

sible^to .see that tbe otber is paid. ^In^tb^^ ^ wou i d have 

no TSM commissions pa-d. ® u --lit'was cade, 
cone oil the top before the split wa 

• * .... • .. • y;;f.:P:jy - * 

TTHICS BASDL1SG AhT » rASE C1XA.N-PP 
PL 

iatedly^bandle. an^etbics^sltuat|.o£ .^yj^^l^e^seltial^tbaikthis. 

personVas^paid bis debt to t|e t o|g^c- ^ tbi£s Situation or the 

t*** “• “7 
*« •••*•*' 

“Upon payment of tbe deb ,step* is to receive clean-up 

ethics handling tbe person's next step a exteat of the 

•iiditine in tbe HOC at bis own exp *®**' to p ers0 n but it must 

auditing program will v.ary ..from person •t P d charee concern- 

be sufficient to clean up >ny raining be;ore tbe per - 

i2 \s e allowed e back°on°training lines. 

After paying" bis .debt..and jetting^ --^.tbics 
scene*and^becones'reg\^Lar public and can get services Just .. 
anyone else. 


CONTIbTNTAL BO AF^ OF R£7I£ ^ 


. s S et forth la this Policy 

' “°r- SH.75.S’ EiUU. •«.»• *« »' elrc “- 

Letter to be very i rkrjfVS^Jsi 
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An which these handlings do not apply. Therefore there 
is a Continental Board of Review established at etch POLO 
which is empowered to adjudicate the matter. Any person with 
an incomplete covenant who feels that his circur.stances war¬ 
rant a different handling say CSW the Board to have his case 
reviewed. 

The Chairman of the Board of Review is the most senior 
LRH Comm in the area and the members are selected from the 
LRH Comm Network or Senior ECO. The Board is convened per 
HCO PL 23 February 1978 BOARD OF REVIE*. 


. . . FLAG BOARD OF RZVIET . ; 

■ : - -.** '• 

Any person with an incomplete covenant who has presented 
his case to the Continental Board of Review and who feels 
that the findings and adjudications cade by the Continental 
Eoard of Review are unjust, may petition the Flag Board of 
Review to have his case heard. Full particulars of that per¬ 
son's situation must be included plus the findings'and adju¬ 
dications made by the Continental Board of Review. Once 
reviewed by the Flag Board of Review, any decision cade by the 
senior Board is final.* This Flag Eoard of Review shall be 
selected from the Office of the LRH Comm Flag-U'O and Senior 
HCO Office in the Flag I HO. . r ; 

‘ / f;.; • *•* *‘-- •- .-.vJ- 

. •. .V ROUTING FORlf ~* ‘ 


A routing form has been prepared^and attached which lays 
out the handling steps per this PL. \'.li is‘noted that the ini¬ 
tiation of the routing‘form and the handling Vf the debt cust 
be done at the org where the person was a staff member. These 
steps may be done by mail where the person no longer lives 
near the^org.*.- The ethics handling and ‘case clean-up portions 
of the routing fora cay be dene at ’any'convenient org once 
the debt is paid. '.I'.* * .*. 


SUMMARY 


You now have a handling for those'wbo have failed to 
complete their^staff covenants. 




The"Valuable "Final Product of the ccnplete handling is 
"AN EX-STAFF MEMBER THOSE EXCHANGE IS IN VITH THE ORG AND 
THOSE ETHICS ARE IN AND THO IS REVITALIZED AS A SCIENTOLOGIST 
AND VEO CONTINUES CP THE BRIDGE AND CONTRIBUTES TO THE FORWARD 
MOTION OF SCIENTOLOCT." 




v . *:. 


That is a worthwhile product, is it not? * 

*.* -yyi \ .?.♦ Vf ■»Z ::• 'if.*/ V. S' 


THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
of the 

..CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL 


• •. » , 

BDCSI:LS:bk 

Copyright © 1981, 1982 

by The Board of 

Directors of the 

cuurcb of Scientology 

International 

ALL RIGHTS RESERVED 


Assisted by 
Lyman Spurlock 
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liro VI. 11.6.81R 
K».*v. 18.3.82 
ATTACHMENT 


•INCOMPLETE COVENANT ROUTING FORM 


1. RECEPTIONIST : Jills in the following: 

A. Person's Name:_ • _ 

Date:_ 

Address: 

. Zip: -LlZ. ~~~ ' Phone: • 

B. ‘Routes‘to Cashier. 

RECEPTIONIST:_ .... 


2. CASHIER : Does the following: . 

A. Goes over the Freeloader's account and figures new 
‘balance according to ECO PL 11 Jus 81, VIOLATION 

OF STAFF COVENANT. 

B. Has the person pa 7 his debt in full if possible. 

C. If the person can not pay his debt in full explains 
about the FSM program where the commissions can 

be credited to his account. 

D. If debt not paid in full, files this routing form 
in the person's accounts file. 

E. Then debt is paid in full routes the person to 
. the Ethics Officer/Laster at Arms. 

CASHIER: ~Vv 


3. ETHICS OFFICER/MASTER AT ARMS : .Does the following: 

A. ‘ Gets all data collected up on the person regarding 

his ethics. Studies ethics and pers files. 

B. Gets C/S okay to do ethics handling.’ . .. 

C. Interviews person and writes out an ethics program 
for him to do w’ith copy to his ethics file and copy 

\ to his pc folder. 

D. Ensures that the person does get through his 
ethics handling. 

£• Files this routing form in the person's ethics 
file until his ethics cycle is complete. 

F. Issues a Conditions Order that the person is in 
good standing. 

G. Routes to the Receptionist. 

ETHICS OFFICER/HASTER AT ARMS:_* 


OGR 
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RECEPTIONIST ; . Does the Xollowingi 

A. Originates a Pc Onto Lines Routing Form for the 
person. 

B. Ensures that the person does see the Registrar. ' 

C. Routes this R/F to the Ethics Officer/MAA. 

RECEPTI ON I ST_- 

5- ETHICS OFFICE?./VASTER AT'ARMS :' • 

Files this Routing Form in the ex-staff member’s 
ethics file. 

ETHICS OFFICER/MASTER AT ARMS: . 






. *»: 1 - *v.i- c s 4 :;,*.. 1 -? z'j c ; •*.•:*!- 
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RELIGIOUS TECHNOLOGY CENTER* 

(HbCfrr tffthe Utiojietics* btuC Scicr&oCogy tra^cniiLrks 


August 30, 1581 


Rick Aznaran 

5521 Greenville Ave, Suite 104 
Dallas, TX 75206 


RE: YOUR PETITION 


Dear Rick, 

1 . received and read your petition. I looked into what 
was going on with your freeloader debt calculation, and 
found that the Inspector General .for Ethics was having it 
re-calculated as there were erri': ; ,;.- stenting from lack of 
no-charge invoices in your files. 

He has this straightened out now and you will receive 
the correct bill shortly. 

According to the Policy Letter you quoted from, the 

fnn?vfn^ V1Ce °f th « ex ~ sta ff member is taken into account by 
applying a system of calculation of the debt. This is laid 

5 hS sectl0n following the line you quoted. I have 
attached a copy of the Policy Letter for your reference. 

According to same, the ethics handling to be done on 
the freeloader is to occur after the debt is paid off and 

f u 5f r serv l ces ar ® taken (see section entitled 
Ethics handling and case clean up"). 


k 
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I cannot approve your petition based upon the data you 
have submitted weighed against HCO PL 11 June 1981R Rev 18 
March 1982 VIOLATION OF STAFF COVENANT. However, you should 
know that there is a procedure laid out in this Policy 
Letter for people who consider that their circumstances 
warrant different handling than the procedure laid out 
earlier in this Policy. 

Therefore, once you receive your freeloader billing you 
may CSW pursuant to that section of the policy, directly to 
RTC. IG for Ethics will oversee any such request received. 
If you do go this route, I advise you to submit a very 
detailed and complete case to the Board. 

Good luck. 



Capt. David Miscavige 
Chairman of the Board 
RTC 
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|ick and Vicki Aznarar 
5521 Greenville, Ave 
Suite 104-754 
Dallas, Texa£ 75206 


10 September, 1987 


^ e: freeloader bill 


Dear Rick and Vicki, 


Inclosed vcu wii i _ 

ave been calculated Fy ° f freeloader de~~ Hn 

•isni-k.?' ?««iu L .d vi0 ^ 


service have'cei-.celled tlMny l'f ur ' 

,, , y ce -'- •‘■cr that per’ cc 

-ease let »e know if you have any ^., tloM en ^ 


rive 


Sincerely, 
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RELIGIOUS TECHNOLOGY CENTER' 


—I CK A. Z N A R A N 


.HoLLcr erf tAc T'Luu.Tuii aiui Scunttulihjv t niiLx narkj; 


! DATE iITEM 


I__ 

1933 

1934 

1935 
-935 
1927 


IDES IT I CREDIT ! TOTAL 


-.3 nrs i:c:;::c is663.CO 

15 " " 15704.00 

- S " ” 1S77 4.00 

14 " " 15397.50 

,1 " " 35397.50 

• •.Si.'jsr^ r ; eoruary) 


1670.CO 
11264.00 
147 06 .CO 
12566.4 C 

6233.23 


TOTAL AUDITING 
5D» ciscount ic 

TOTAL AUDITING 


^rCI 6£Sicn£i 


19.9.33 
22 . 12 . 
21.5 
22.3.65 

. o 


35 

5 

5 


Computer Course oasic net 
Sir Course 
Cleaning r.at 
-oiissary Program' 

Messenger TRS 

23.5.35 Messenger Mini Hat 

*!*? af i; stcn -ip bargee "Duplication" 
-b.0.35 .ypir.g format 

Messenger Key Mora Lise 

” atcn -ip career "Dictation" 
JU.o.35 Security Packing 

30.6.35 Despatch Routir.a 
30.6.35. R Security Kattina 
5 .7.85 Exec Status I 

ill*?*®;! T -' ; atch Messenger R. Spaces 
TOTAL TRAINING 


200 . CO 
200.00 
250.00 
35.00 
35.00 
35 . CO 
35.00 
35.00 
250.00 
35.00 
35.00 
35.00 
05.00 
1996.50 
35.00 


GRAND TOTAL 
25.7.87 


70% Crecit per KCO PL Violation of Star: 
c.5 years Covenant 


TOTAL FREELOADER BILL 


546439.50 
-23244.30 

23244.30 


53746.50 

~26991.20 

-18393.91 
5 3097.39 
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RELIGIOUS TECHNOLOGY CENTER' 

VICKI A2 iiARAN ^otA-rcttfu: lliaiwriaaiuiScu-iuoliwiy rn^Truirw 


I DATE 

1 

i ITEM 

1 

IDE3IT 

i 

1 CREDIT 1 TOTAL 1 

1903 

3 nours auditing 05663.00 

" s 53 44". 0 0 

—-I 

19 84 

16 " " 35704.00 

11234.00 


ID 05 

27 " " 05774.00 

20898.00 


1935 

" J1 35397.50 

13464.00 


1987 

Q » »• * n 




(January, Feoruary) 

8078.40 


TOTAL AUDITING 


559048.40 

SOS disc 

ounc for Professional races 


-29524.20 

TOTAL AUDITING 


29524.20 

17.9.03 

Computer Course Dasic nac 

200.00 


21.9.33 

D/Ir.sp General i-lini nac 

50.00 


24.10.33 

RTC Corp Hat 

200.00 


12.1.34 

SIR course 

200.00 


2.3.05 

OEC Vol 7 

1340.90 


2.7.35 

Inaex course 

500.00 


16.10.35 

Watcn tip target "Dictation 

" 85.00 


TOTAL TRAINING 


52575.90 

GRAND TOTAL TRAINING AND AUDITING 


• 32100.10 

25.7.37 

70% Credit Fer HCO PL Viola 
Covenant 

tion of Staff 

-22470.07 

TOTAL FREELOADER BILL 
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EXHIBIT E 
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THE CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY* INTERNATIONAL 

4751 Fountain Avenue • Los Angeles • CA 90029 


Dear Rick and Vicki, 


Per the 
Scientology ' 
.loan is to be 


loan agreement between yourselves and Church of 
International, the interest on the principal of your 
paid anually on or before 31 December of each year. 


t-f 


* do not have any record of the interest for 1987 being paid, 
icu have sent the payment in please let me know who it was sent 
*° so that I can properly record the payment. 


the interest payment has not been sent yet please send it. 
Make the check payable to "Church of Scientology International." 

Y ? u > can send the payment directly to me C/O Finance, 4751 

Fountain Ave. LA, Cal 90029. / ' 


Sincerely Yours, 



Jfarilyn yClunie 

Reserves Admin 
Int Fin Office 


cc: Inspector General for Ethics, 
PTC 
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THE CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY’ INTERNATIONAL 


4751 Fountain Avtnue • Los Angeles • CA 90029 


15 March 1958 

Rick and Vicki Aznaran 
5111 Xiamesha Way 
Kesquite, TX 75150 


Second Notice 


Dear Rick and Vicki, 


. _ ? er . t ^ e 1=an agreement between yourselves and the Church 
- Scientology International, the interest on the prircica 1 "on 

lltl be paid innua:L1 >' on or before 31 D«e£be? of 


paid. 


I do not have any record 


of the interest for 1987 being 


__ ** th ® i *; te f est payment has not been sent yet please do 

International j5° Uld ^ b ? ° Ut t0 Church Scientolocy 

££el« b S 90«f. ** 4751 rountain los " 


Sincerely Yours, 



Reserves yAdinin 
C/CL-Int finance 
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EXHIBIT G 
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Church of Scientology International 


December 29, 1988 


Rick and Vicki Aznaran 
5435 Belmont* 

Dallas, TX 75206 



Third Notice 


Dear Rick and Vicki Aznaran, 


<L Stil i do ?® t have an y record that you have paid any of 
International°for^l987? n 7 ° U haVe With ChUrch ° £ s ““tology 


vour i° a £ agr f ament the interest on the principal on 

Jach pa , id annua lly on or before 31 December of 

end of tois month! 7 ' lnterest for 1588 is due b * «>• 

int *Z BSt J C:: 1987 and 1988 lias not been sent yet 

SciJn?n?orr^°T <- The f* er V 5hould nade out to Church of Y 

Bivd t nof Y a^of rn? ' ' i >‘‘'V7- and sent to me at 6331 Hollywood 
Biva., Los Angeles, California 90028. 



*• 


“The Sun Never Sets on Scientology® 

Sbcntofofy&.Appiied Rclipous PhiJotophy 
uni t vwnnn */n?n rv» on ? /-\<* , re ^ 4 
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DEC LARATION OF KENDRICK T ; . MOXON 
I, Kendrick L. Moxon, do hereby declare and state: 

1. I am an attorney, admitted to practice in the state of 
California and before the United States District Court for the 
Central District of California. I am counsel of record for 
defendants and counter-claimants Church of Scientology 
International and Church of Spiritual Technology in the 
instant action. I am completely familiar with the facts and 
proceedings in this case thus far. I have personal knowledge 
of the facts set forth herein and if called upon to testify, i 
could and would do so competently. I make this declaration in 
support of defendants' motion for a preliminary injunction. 

2. Between 1983 and 1987, Vicki Aznaran was in a 
fiduciary relationship to the Religious Technology Center. 

During most of that time, she was the Inspector General of the 
Religious Technology Center. This position was one of the 
highest ecclesiastical positions in the religion, as the 
Religious Technology Center was--responsible for preserving the 
integrity of the religious practices of the Churches of 
Scientology in accordance with the scriptural works of the 
founder of the religion. Vicki Aznaran was thus in a position 
to acquire much information of a confidential nature, including 
information about legal strategies and decisions of defendants 
and information about private religious practices of 
Scientology. From approximately 1983 to 1986, Richard Aznaran 
was a Church employee at various times in charge of security for 
Church organizations. He was also in a position to acquire 
information of a confidential ecclesiastical nature. 

: . 000286 
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From January, 1986 until March, 1987, Richard Aznaram performed 
similar functions for the Estate of L. Ron Hubbard. 

3. Vicki and Richard Aznaran, plaintiffs in the instant 
action, entered into mutual release agreements with my clients 
and other defendants on April 9, 1987. Said agreements 
include promises by plaintiffs to maintain strict 
confidentiality and silence with respect to their experiences 
with the Church of Scientology and any knowledge or information 
they may have concerning the Church of Scientology. Exhibit A, 
at para. 6C, Ex. B at para. 6C. The agreements also 
included promises by plaintiffs to refrain from voluntarily 
assisting or cooperating with any person in any proceeding 
against any Scientology organization. Ex. A at para. 6E, Ex. 

B at para. 6E. The agreements further provided that plaintiffs 
would not testify or otherwise participate in any judicial, 
administrative or legislative proceeding adverse to Scientology 
=r any of the Scientology organizations, individuals or 
entities unless compelled to do so by lawful subpoena or other 
Lawful process. Ex. A at para. 6F, Ex. L at para. 6F. Both 
Dlaintii.fs further agreed not to discuss their experiences or 
personal or indirectly acquired knowledge or information 
:oncerning Scientology with anyone other than members of their 
•nunediate family. Ex. A at para. 6F, Ex. B at para. 6F. 

4. Notwithstanding these agreements, plaintiffs have 
■epeatedly and blatantly violated their promises both before 
nd since the commencement of the instant law suit. 

5. I am counsel of record for the plaintiff and 
ross-defendant Church of Scientology International in a case 

“ 2 “ 0002:87 
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entitled Religious Technology Center, et. al. v. Joseph &. 
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Yanny, —et_.—a_ l • , Case No. C 690 211 (Los Angeles Sup. Ct.). 

This is an action brought by the Religious Technology Center 
against Yanny, a former attorney for various of the defendants 
in this action. Yanny was employed by these defendants from 
approximately 1983 until the end of 1987, the same time that 
Vicki Aznaran was President of Religious Technology Center. 
That litigation against Yanny concerns disputes over Yanny's 
billings to the Church and Yanny's breaches of his fiduciary 
relationship with the Church. 

6. According to deposition testimony of both Richard 
Aznaran and Vicki Aznaran, plaintiffs in this action met with 
Yanny numerous times' during the period March 18, 1988 to March 
30, 1988. They discussed this lawsuit, the nature of their 
claims, the statute of limitations problems and other issues. 
They also discussed strategy, what they knew about defendants' 
approaches to litigation and how to exploit what they perceived 
as weaknesses in these approaches in order to assist Yanny in 
his litigation against the Church. (Ex. I, Imposition of 
Richard Aznaran, pp. 44-50, 93, 190-191, 179-180, 190-191; Ex. 

G, Deposition of Vicki Aznaran, pp. 319-320; Ex. K, Declaration 
of Dorothy Peti) 

7. In approximately June of 1988, Vicki and Richard 
Aznaran spent over eight hours talking to Los Anasies Time* 
reporters Robert Welkos and Joel Sappell about their 
experiences with various of the defendants, including the 
Religious Technology Center, both real and imagined. (Ex. G at 
48-59, 55; Ex. I at 222-23) 
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8. In their deposition testimony in that case, the 
Aznarans testified that they called and met with Bent Corydon, 
former Scientologist and plaintiff in lawsuits against the 
Church, and discussed with him their experiences with the 
Religious Technology Center and other Church entities. These 
discussions occurred during the time that Corydon was involved 
in litigation against RTC and others. (Ex. G at 76-91) 

9. I am also counsel of record for cross-claimants in a 
case captioned Corydon v . church of sci entni nrry 

I nternational, et. al. Case No. C 694 401 (Los Angeles Sup. 
Ct.). vicki Aznaran has also voluntarily authored various 
declarations and affidavits (5 in total) for use in the 
corydon lawsuit and in another lawsuit brought by Corydon 
against various Churches of Scientology. The most recent 
affidavit was executed on September 29, 1989. To the best of 
my knowledge and belief, the Aznarans continue to violate the 
confidentiality provisions of their release agreements by 
continuing to meet and discuss with Corydon their experiences 
^ith various of the defendants in this case and to assist 
-orydon in his litigation against the Church. 

10. The declarations and affidavits voluntarily prepared 
sy Vicki Aznaran for use by Bent Corydon revealed 
.nformation learned during attorney-client privileged 
liscussions which occurred during the time when Vicki Aznaran 
,cted on behalf of one of the defendants in this lawsuit, 
nformation as to her own experiences with defendants, 
ncludmg her employment history, her claims in this lawsuit, 
nd information allegedly imparted to her by senior officials 
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of Scientology organizations while she was a fiduciary. 

11. I am also counsel of record for plaintiffs and 
counter-defendants in Religious Technology Center, et. al. 

—Bobin Scott/ Larrv Wollersheim. et. al. . Case Nos. CV 
85-711 JMI(Bx), 85-7197 JMI(Bx). In that case as well, Vicki 
Aznaran voluntarily met with parties in litigation with the 
Church in June, 1988 and, in October, 1988 voluntarily filed a 
declaration which revealed information in violation of her 
release agreement with defendants'herein. In that declaration, 
Vicki Aznaran described the chronology of her purported 
experiences while a member and staff member of different 
Churches of Scientology and other confidential information 
learned while Vicki was in a fiduciary capacity within RTC 
and/or CSI. 

12. Plaintiffs' disclosures of confidential information 
and of information about their own experiences while members 
and staff of various defendant organizations have caused and 

continue to cause irreparable harm to defendants. The 
dissemination of such information to parties in litigation 
against the Church causes obvious and continuing harm to 
defendants. These disclosures are directly in violation of 
plaintiffs' contractual obligations with defendants not to 
disclose any such information. 

13. Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a true and correct 
copy of a document entitled "MUTUAL RELEASE AGREEMENT" signed 
by Vicki Aznaran and others, previously submitted in this 
action. 


14. Attached hereto as Exhibit B is a true and correct 
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copy of a document entitled "MUTUAL RELEASE AGREEMENT," signed 
by Rick Aznaran and others, previously submitted in this 
action. 

15. Attached hereto as Exhibit C is a true and correct 
copy of a document entitled "MUTUAL RELEASE AGREEMENT," signed 
by Rick Aznaran and others, previously submitted in this 
action. 

16. Attached hereto as Exhibit D is a true and correct 
copy of an order dated July 22, 1989 in the Stansfipld. et 

v • —Starkey,_ et al. action. Case No. 001012, Los 

Angeles Superior Court, previously submitted in this action. 

17. Attached hereto as Exhibit E is a true and correct 
copy of the face page of the complaint in Pennea. et al. v. 
Ch urch of Scientology Inte r national, et al. . Florida Circuit 
Court, Case No. 88-30050, previously submitted i_n this action. 

18. Attached hereto as Exhibit F is a true and correct 
copy of the dismissal of the Pennea action, dated January 5, 
1989, previously submitted in this action. 

19. Attached hereto as Exhibit G are true and correct 
copies of relevant pages from the deposition of Vicki Aznaran 
in the instant action. 

20. Attached hereto as Exhibit H is a true and correct 
copy of the Declaration of Lawrence E. Heller, December 12, 
1988, previously submitted in this action. 

21. Attached hereto as Exhibit I are true and correct 
copies of relevant pages from the deposition of Rick Aznaran in 
the instant action. 

22. Attached hereto as Exhibit J is a true and correct 
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copy of the Declaration of Vicki Aznaran, August 8, 1988, 
previously submitted in this action. 

23. Attached hereto as Exhibit K is a true and correct 
copy of the Declaration of Dorothy Peti, previously submitted 
in this action. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the 
United States that the foregoing is true and correct. 


California. 
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EXHIBIT A 
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mutual release agreement 


1. This KUTUAL RELEASE AGREEMENT is made and entered into 
by and between VICKI AZNARAN and the Religious Technology 
Center; Church of Scientology International; Church of 
Scientology of California; Church of Spiritual‘Technology; all 
other Scientology organizations or entities as well as the 
officers, agents, representatives, employees, volunteers, 
trustees, directors, successors, assigns, and legal counsel of 
each of the forgoing organizations or entities; Rat Broeker 
and Anne Broeker (hereinafter collectively referred to as the 
"CHURCH"); and Author Services Incorporated, it's officers, 
agents, representatives, employees, volunteers, trustees, # 
directors, successors, assigns and legal counsel; the Estate 

©f L. Ron Hubbard, it's executor, beneficiaries, legal 
counsel and employees; Author's Family Trust, it's trustee, 
e-ployees, beneficiaries, and legal counsel (hereinafter 
. effectively referred to as the "ESTATE/ASI") . 

2. The CHURCH agrees to indemnify VICKI AZNARAN against 
any damages steaming from lawsuits which exist now or are 
brought against her in the future arising out of her 
association with the Church of Scientology cr any posts she 
has held in the Church. It is understood that' as a part of 
this agreement the CHURCH will provide free legal counsel to 
VICKI AZNARAN providing she cooperates fully with the CHURCH 
and CHURCH attorneys and she contacts the CHURCH immediately 
when she becomes aware of any potential or real legal threat 
to herself and/or the CHURCH. 
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3. For and in consideration of the ahove mutual 
covenant*, conditions and release contained herein, VICKI 
AZNARAN does hereby release, acquit and forever discharge for 
hoxselt, her heirs, successors, executors, administrators and 

. assigns, the CHURCH and the ESTATE/ASI froa any and all 
claims, demands, damages, actions and causes of action of 
every hind and nature, known or unknown, froa the beginning of 
tine to and including the date hereof. 

4 . For and in consideration of the mutual covenants, 

conditions and release contained herein, the CHURCH and the 

ESTATE/ASI do hereby release, acguit and forever discharge for 

it, its successors and assigns, VICKI AZNARAN, her agents, 

representatives, heirs, successors, assigns, legal counsel and 

estate and each of then, of and from any and all claims, 

causes of action, demands, damages and actions of every kind 

and nature, known or unknown, for or because of any act or 

emission allegedly done by VICKI AZNARAN from the beginning of 

% 

time to and including the date hereof, 

5. It is understood that this mutual release is not an 
admission of liability on the part of any party to this 
Agreement. In executing this Release Agreement, VICKI AZNARAN 
acknowledges that she has released the organizations, 
individuals and entities listed in Paragraph 1. 

6. Further, the undersigned hereby agree to the 
following: 

A. That liability for any claims is expressly denied by . 
each party herein released, and this Agreement shall never be 
treated as an admission of liability.or responsibility at any Qg^ 
time for any purpose. . . .000295 -0 
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B. VICKI AZHARAN has been fully advised and understands 
that any alleged injuries or alleged money claims sustained by 
her are of such character that the full extent and type of 
injuries or money claims may not be )cnovn at the date hereof, 
and it is further understood that said alleged injuries, 

m 

vhether Jcnovn or unknown at the date hereof, might possibly 
become progressively vorse and that as a result, damages may 
be sustained by VICKI AZNARAK; nevertheless, VICKI AZNARAN 
desires by this document to forever and fully release the 
CHURCH and the XSTATE/ASI. VICKI AZKARAH understands that by 
execution of this release no claims arising out c*. he*, 
experience with, or actions by, the CHITRCK and the XSTATE/ASI, 
from the beginning of -time to and including the date hereof, 
which may now exist or which may exist in the future may ever 
be asserted by her or on her behalf, against the ChJRCH and 
the ESTATE/ASI. 

C. VICKI AZNAKAN agrees never to create or publish 
. or attempt to publish, and/or assist another to create for 
‘publication by means of magazine, article, book or other 
similar form, any writing, or to broadcast, or to assist 
another to create, write, film or video tape or audio tape, 
any show, program or movie, concerning her experiences with 
the Church of Scientology, or personal or indirectly acquired 
knowledge or information concerning the Church of Scientology, 

L. Ron Hubbard, or any entities and individuals listed in 
Paragraph 1 above. VICXI AZKARAX further agrees that she will 
maintain strict confidentiality and silence with respect to 
her experiences with the Church of Scientology and any 0£ 

knowledge or information she may have concerning 'the Church ©40 
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Scientology, L. Ron Hubbard, or any of thi organizations, 
individuals and entities listed in Paragraph 1 above, VICKI 
A2KARAN expressly understands that the non-disclosure 
provisions of this subparagraph shall apply, but not be 
linited to, the contents or substance of any docuaents she may 
have possessed vhile in the Church including but not liaited 
to any tapes, films, photographs, or variations thereof which 
concern or relate to the religion of Scientology, L. Ron 
Hubbard, or any of the organizations, individuals, or entities 
listed in Paragraph 1 above. VICKI AZNARAN agrees that if the 
teras of this paragraph are breached by her, that the 
aggrieved party listed hereinabove would be entitled to 
liquidated daaages in the aaount of $10,000 for each such 
breach. The reasonableness of the aaount of such daaages are 
hereto acknowledged by VICKI AZNARAN. 

D *. VICKI AZKARAN agrees to return to the CHURCH at the 
tine of^the consummation of this Agreement, all aaterials in 
her possession, custody or control of any nature - except for 
any aaterials she personally possesses that are generally 
publically available and sold by the Church or their 
authorized agents - any docuaents, papers, memorandums, tapes, 
filas, photographs, or any variations thereof which concern or 
relate to the religion of Scientology or any of the persons or 
entities listed in Paragraph 1 above. 

Z. VICKI AZNARAN agrees that she will not voluntarily 
assist or cooperate with any person adverse to the religion of 
Scientology in any proceeding against any of the Scientology 
organizations, or cooperate with any person adverse to 
any of the organizations, individuals or entities listed in 
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Faragraph 1 above in any proceeding against.any of the 

organizations, individuals, or entities listed in Paragraph 1 

above. VICKI AZNAFAK also agrees that she vill not cooperate 

in any Banner vith any organizations aligned against 

Scientology .or any of the organizations,* individuals, or 
% • 

entities listed in Paragraph 1 above. 

F. VICKI AZNAPAN agrees not to testify or otherwise 

participate in any other judicial, administrative or 

legislative proceeding adverse to Scientology or any of the 

organizations, individuals or entities listed in Paragraph 1 

above unless compelled to do so by lawful subpoena or other 

lawful process. Unless required to do so by such subpoena, 

VICKI AZNAPAK agrees not to discuss her experiences or 

personal or indirectly acquired Knowledge or information 

concerning the organizations, individuals, or enitities listed 

in Paragraph 1, vith anyone other than members of her 

immediate family. VICXI AZNAFAX shall not make herself 

amenable to service of any such subpoena in a manner vhieh 

invalidates the intent of this agreement. As provided 
• • 

hereinafter in Paragraph 16, the contents of this Agreement 
may not be disclosed. 

C. VICKI AZNAFAN hereby acknowledges and affirms that 
she is not under the influence of any drug, narcotic, alcohol 
cr other mind-influencing substance, condition or. ailment such 
that her ability to fully understand the meaning of this 
Agreement and the significance thereof is adversely affected. 

7. This Felea'se Agreement contains the entire Agreement 087 
between the parties hereto, and the terms of this Felease are 12 ‘ 
contractual and not a mere recital. This Pelease may be 
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amended only by a.written instrument executed by the . 

undersigned. The parties hereto have carefully read 'and 

understand the contents of this Release Agreement and sign the 

sane of their own free will, and it is the intention of the 

parties to be legally bound hereby. No .other prior or 

contemporaneous agreements, oral or written, respecting such 

natters, which are not specifically incorporated herein shall 

* 

be deemed to in any way exist or bind any -of the parties 
hereto. 

8. VICKI A ZKARAN agrees that she vill not assist or 
advise anyone, including partnerships, associations or 
corporations, contemplating•any claim or engaged in litigation 
or involved in or contemplating any activity adverse to the' 
interests of any entity or class of persons listed above in 
Paragraph 1 of this Agreement. 

9. The parties to this Agreement acknowledge that all 
parties enter into this Agreement freely, voluntarily, 
knowingly and willingly, without any threats, intimidation or 
pressure of any kind whatsoever and voluntarily execute this 
Agreement of their own free vill. 

10 . In the event any provision hereof is unenforceable, 
such provision shall not affect the enforceability of any 
other provision hereof. 

11 . lach party warrants that it has had an opportunity 
to seek independent legal advice with respect to the 
advisability of making the settlement provided for herein and 
in executing this Agreement. Notwithstanding, VICKI AZNARAN 
warrants that she fully understand the full nature and legal 
conseguences of this agreement. 
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12. The parties to this Agreement acknowledge that all 
parties have conducted sufficient deliberation and 
investigation, either personally or through other sources of 
their evn choosing, and have had the opportunity to seek 
advice of counsel regarding the terras and conditions set forth 
herein, sc that they may intelligently exercise their own 
judgment in deciding whether or not to execute this Agreement. 

13. The parties hereto acknowledge that they have not 
Bade any stateaent, representation or promise to the other 
party regarding any fact material to this Agreement except as 
expressly set forth herein. Furthermore, except as expressly 
stated in this Agreement, the parties in executing this 
Agreement do not rely upon any statement, representation or 
promise by the other party or of any officer, agent, employee, 
representative or attorney for the other party. 

14. ' The parties to this Agreement agree that all parties 
have carefully read this Agreement and understand the contents 
thereof and that each reference in this Agreement to any party 
includes successors, assigns, principals, agents and employees 
thereof. 

15. Each party warrants that the persons signing this 
Agreement have the full right and authority to enter into this 
Agreement on behalf of the parties for whom they are signing. 

16. The parties hereto each agree not to disclose the 
contents of this executed Agreement. 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have entered into 
and executed this Agreeaent, cn the date opposite their naaes. 


Dated: 


5 


An ’* ? 





,Dated: 

Dated: h^\ m 



Dated: Ay ^,7 ~~) 

Dated: ^ 

if 



Dated:l^OV 


,\^7 

Dated: l^OuM 

\ °/ • 

W7 





By 

AUTHOR SERVICES INC 
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KUTUAL RELEASE AGREEMENT 


This MUiUAL RELEASE AGREEMENT is made and entered 
into by and between RaCX AZNARAN and the Religious Technology 
Center; Church cf Scientology International; Church of 
Scientology of California; Church of Spiritual Technology; all 
other Scientology organizations or entities as veil as the 


officers, agents/ representatives, employees, volunteers, 
trustees, directors, successors, assigns, and legal counsel of 
each of the forgoing organizations cr entities; Pat Eroeker 
and Anne Brceker (hereinafter collectively referred to as the 
"CHURCH") ; and Author Services Incorporated, it's officers, 
agents, representatives, er.ployees, volunteers, trustees, 
directors, successors, assigns and legal counsel; the Estate 
of L. Ron-Kubbard, it's executor, beneficiaries,: legal 
counsel and employees; Author's Eamily Trust, it's trustee, 
employees, beneficiariesand legal counsel (hereinafter 
collectively referred to as the "ESTATE/ASI") . 


2. The CHURCH agrees to indemnify RICK AZNARAN against 
any damages stemming from lawsuits which exist now or are 
brought against him in the future arising cut of his 
association with the Church of Scientology cr any posts he' 
has held in the Church. It is understood that-as a‘part of 
this agreement the CHURCH will provide free legal counsel to 
RICK AZNARAN providing he cooperates fully with the CHURCH 
and CHURCH attorneys and he contacts the CHURCH immediately 
when he becomes aware of any potential or real legal threat 
to himself and/or the CHURCH. . nnfl'Un 
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T or ^nd in consideration of the above mutual 
covenants, conditions and release contained herein, RICX 
AZNARAN does hereby release, acquit and forever discharge for 
heirs, successors, executors, administrators and 
ass ^5 r ' is / the CHURCH and the ESTATE/ASX from any and all 
claims, demands, damages, actions and causes of action of 
every hind and nature, known or unknown, from the beginninc of 
time to and including the date hereof. 

4. For and in consideration of the mutual covenants, . 

conditions and release contained herein, the CHURCH and the 

# 

ESTATE/ASI do hereby release, acquit and forever discharge for 

it* its successors and assigns, RICX AZNARAN, his agents, 

representatives, heirs, successors, assigns, legal counsel and 

estate and each of them, of and from any and all claims, 

causes of action, demands, damages and actions of every kind 

* 

and nature, known or unknown, for or because of any act or 
omission allegedly done by RICK AZNARAN from the beginning cf 
time to and including the date hereof. 

5. It is understood that this mutual release is net an 
admission of liability on the part of any party to this 
Agreement. In executing this Release Agreement, RICX AZNARAN* 
acknowledges that he has released the organizations, 
individuals and entities listed in Paragraph 1. 

6. Further, the undersigned hereby agree to the * 

• • • 
following: 

A. That liability for any claims is expressly denied by 
each party herein released, and this Agreement shall never be 
treated as an admission of liability or responsibility at any 
time for any purpose. . 000304 
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E. RICK NZNARAN has been fully advised and understands 

• # 

that any alle S ed injuries or alleged roney clains sustained by 
him are of such character that the full extent and type of 
injuries or sc.-.ey Clairs ray not be known at the date hereof, 
and it is further understood that skid alleged injuries, 
whether-known or unknown at the date hereof, right possibly 
becone progressively worse and that as a result, darages ray 
be sustained by RICK AZNAAAK; nevertheless, RICK AZNARAH 
desires by this docunent to forever and fully release the 
CHURCH and the ESTATE/ASI. RICK AZHARAS understands that by 
the execution of this release no clairs arising out of his 
experience with, or actions by, the CHURCH and the ISTATI/A'I, 
iron the beginning of tire to and including the date hereof, 
which r.ay now exist or which ray exist in the future r.ay ever 
be asserted by bin or on his behalf, against the CHURCH and 
the ESTATS/ASI. . 

C. RICK A2KARAN agrees never to create cr publish 
cr atte ~?t to publish, and/or assist another to create for 
publication by Beans of magazine, article, book or other 
similar form, any vriting, or to broadcast, or to assist 
another to create, write, film cr video tape or audio tape, 
any show, program or movie, concerning his experiences with 
the Church of Scientology, or personal or indirectly acquired 
knowledge or information concerning the Church of Scientolocv 
L. Ron Hubbard,-or any entities and individuals listed in 
Paragraph 1 above. RICK AZNARAN further agrees that he will 
maintain strict confidentiality and silence with respect to 
his experiences with the Church of Scientology and any 
knowledge or information he say have Concerning the Church of 

- 3 - ’ . 000305 
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Scientology, J % Ron Hubbard, or * nv «.*' * . 

' “ a “y °* the organizations, 

individuals and entities listed in Paragraph 1 above. rick 
A2.varan expressly understands that the non-disclcsure 
provisions of this subparagraph shall apply, but not be 
limited to, the contents or substance of any documents he say 
have possessed vhile in the church including but not United 
to any tapes, filns, photographs, or variations thereof vhich 
concern or relate to the religion'of Scientology, L. Eon 
Hubbard, or any of the organirations, individuals, or entities 
‘ listed in Paragraph 1 above. EICX AZNARAN a'grees that if the 
te-s of this paragraph are breached by hid:, that the 
aggrieved party listed hereinabove vculd be entitled to 
liquidated dar.ages in the amount of 510,000 for each such 

breach. The reasonableness of the anount of such Oarages are 
hereto acknowledged by RICK A2NARA2*. 

RICX AaMUU » return to the CHUECH at the 

tire Of the consecration of this Agreerent, all raterials in 
his possession, custody or control of any nature - except for ' 
any raterials he personally possesses that are generally 
publically available and sold by the church or their 
authorised agents - any docurents, papers, reroranduns, tapes, 
filns, photogrephs, or eny variations thereof which concern or 
relate to the religion of Scientology or any of the persons or 
entities listed in # Paragraph *1 above. 

E. RICK A2NARAK agrees that he will net voluntarily 
assist or cooperate with any person adverse to the religion of* 
Scientology in any proceeding against any of the Scientology 
organizations, or cooperate with any person adverse to 
any of the organizations, -individuals, and entities listed in 
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Paragraph 1 alwv_ in any proceeding against .iy of the 
organizations, individuals, or entities listed in Paragraph 1 
above. PICK AZNAPAN also agrees that he vill not cooperate in 
any Banner with.any organizations aligned against Scientology 
and any of the organizations, individuals, and entities listed 
in Paragraph 1 above. 

F. PICK AZNAPAN agrees not to testify or otherwise 
participate in any ether judicial, administrative or 
legislative proceeding adverse to Scientology or any of the 
organizations, individuals or entities listed in Paragraph 1 
above unless compelled to do so by lawful subpoena or other 
lawful process. Unless required to do so by such subpoena, 

PICK AZNAPA2T agrees not to discuss his experiences or 
personal or indirectly acquired knowledge or information 
concerning the organization’s, individuals, or enitities.listed 
in Paragraph 1, with anyone other than members of his 
immediate family. PICK AZNAPAN shall net cake himself 
amenable to service of any such subpoena in a manner which 
invalidates the intent of this agreement. As provided 
hereinafter in Paragraph 16, the contents of .this Agreement 
may not be disclosed. 

G. PICK AZNAPAN hereby acknowledges and affirms that 
he is not under the influence of any drug, narcotic, .alcohol 
or other mind-influencing substance, condition or ailment such 

S * 

that "his ability to fully understand the meaning of this 
Agreement and the significance thereof is adversely affected. 

7. This Pelease Agreement contains the entire Agreement 
•between the parties hereto, and the terms of this Pelease are 
contractual and not a mere recital. .This Pelease may be 
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amended only by a written instrument executed by the 
undersigned. The parties hereto have carefully read and 
understand the contents of this Release Agreement and sign the 
sane of their own free will, and it is the intention of the 
parties to be legally bound hereby. No other prior or 
contemporaneous agreements, oral or written, respecting such 
matters, which are not specifically incorporated herein shall 
be deemed to in any way exist or bind any of the parties 
hereto. 


8. RICK A.ZNARAN agrees that he will net assist or 
advise anycne, including partnerships, associations or 
corporations, contemplating any claim or engaged in litigation 
or involved in or contemplating any’activity adverse to the 
interests of any entity or class of persons listed above in 
Paragraph 1 of this Agreement. 

9. The parties to this Agreement acknowledge that all 
parties enter into this Agreement freely, voluntarily, 
knowingly and willingly, without any threats, intimidation or 
pressure of any kind whatsoever and voluntarily execute this 
Agreement of their own free will. 

10. In the event any provision hereof is unenforceable, 
such provision shall not affect the enforceability of any 

•other.provision hereof. 

11. Each party warrants that it has had an opportunity 
to seek independent legal advice with respect to the 
advisability of making the settlement provided for herein and 
in executing this Agreement. Notwithstanding, RICX AZNARAN 
warrants that he fully understand the full nature and legal 

consequences of this agreement. • 000308 
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12. Th -Forties to this Agreement ^knowledge that all 
Parties have conducted sufficient deliberation and 
investigation, either personally or through other sources of 
their cun choosing, and have had the opportunity to seek 
advice of counsel regarding the teres and conditions set forth 
herein, so that they ray intelligently exercise their cun 
judgment in deciding vhether or not to execute this Agreeoer.t. 

12. The parties hereto acknowledge that they have not 
=ade any statement, representation or precise to the other 
Ftrty regarding any fact naterial to this Agreement except as 
e^ressly set forth herein. Furthermore, except as expressly 
stated in this Agreement, the parties in executing this 
Agreecent do not rely upon any statement, representation c- 
prerise by the other party or of any officer, agent, employee, • 
representative or attorney for the other party. 

14- The parties to this Agreement agree that a 1*1 parties 
have carefully read this Agreement and understand the contents 
thereof and that each reference in this Agreecent to any party 

includes successors, assigns, principals, agents and employees 
thereof. 

15. Each party warrants that the persons signing this 
Agreement have the full right and authority to enter into this 
Agreement on behalf of the parties for whom they are signing. 

16. The parties hereto each agree not to disclose the 
contents of this executed Agreenent. 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have entered into 
and executed this Agreer-ent, on the date opposite their nanes. 


Dated 


= <? 4 U a?- 


Dated: T2> 

r 


Dated: / *} 


Dated: '/.'? Ag^Jjl % 


Dated:— 




CHURCH OF SPIRITUAL 
TECHNOLOGY 
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declaration and release of CLAI11S 


.. p ec3 lLration * I)t3 Release is ms.dc with reference to 

the following facts: 

Rirr 24 ‘ 1386 * £tU April 'l. 1987. 

*v A£n . a ‘ r V ) ., Vas deployed by Norman F. Starkey, 
ustce of Author s Family Trust. At various times during 
he cmploym^n. Atnaran lived and worked on two (2) ranches 


belonging to Author 


s Family Trust 


situated . *ic * 


Newberry Spring, California and Creston,California. 

R. On January 13, 1987, a .fire occurred in the living 
quarters occupied by Aznaran at Newberry Springs. The fir* 

Snr^T' per#0 J al l»®*se*«ioos owned by Azharaa. Sc 

Apiii 1, 1957 , Azniran t^rm^nated his eraploymen l . 

S* /-. Co “ currftntl y herewith, Aznaran is receiving the 
sum of - One Thousand Forty and 80/100 ($1,040.50) by check 
.number 172.5 drawn on the account of Author's Family Trust i* ' 

n tV $e v U r fini c l0r ^ rson&1 property damaged or destroyed 

in the Newberry Springs lire. 7 

D ' -Concurrently- herewith/ Aznaran is receiving the 
sun of ihr.ee Hundred Eighty-Seven and 37/100 =($ 387 . 37 .) by 
check cumber J724 drawn on. the account of Author’s Family 

0f ^ RS oved /«r the period ?rc= 
Harch 20,. 1-bv to and 'including April 1, 1987. Az"a^an 

acknowledges. tnat no further sums arc due and cAui iz 
connection with hib employment, by.Author’s Family Trust. 

^ E. In consideration of the foregoing, Ainaran desires 

»c % 0 t r l 1 / a ? C .i for ? an J* ® tar ^y. both individually and 
p" v • f J Author « Trust, the Estate of L. 

Ron hubbarc and Author Services, Inc., from any and al) 
claims arising out of the aforementioned facts. 

NOW, THEREFORE,’Aznaran declares as follows: 

1. Aznaran on behalf of himself, his spouse, agents 
attorneys, heirs, successors, . alter egos, eAecu?o«' 

p d %taVk#V°f?d ?£?***??*“* £ully snd /orever. relftascs Norman 
F. Starkey individually and as Trustee of. Author’s Family 

Irust, the Estate of L. Ron Hubbard, Author Services IneT* 
and their respective, employees, agents, attorneys, heir*' ’ 
successors, alter egos, executors, administrators and 
assigns ("Rel e.asecs") from any and all debts, claims 
demands, causes of action in law and in equity, liabilities' 
costs or expenses of any nature whatsoever, known o- 
unknown, wh_ck Aznaran cow b*s or heretofore may havs t** 
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2.1 ns i Releasees arising 
^nd transactions 


out of 


*nd transactions set for*h in’^-7-7 ° T f elatia K to the facts 
this Declaration and Release of ClfimS?* ** *’ C * D * cd Z oi 


2. Aznaran acknowledges that v,* 
understands the provisions of Civil rod,' - * =iliir - w ith and 
provides as follows: 11 Codft 


- - ~ • *u auu 

Section 1542 which 



Arnaran, taking into account a*v %»,* -it 
unsuspected and unknown damages loss,, *? d 111 „ P r «ently 
hereby waives anv end aU ir ts v ‘ d K?enses - 

Section 1542 of the. Cali fornli^ Jil Cod, n* * ^1 blv,s undtfr 
State or Federal stated or ™ \ ’ ° T nnder 10 * ether 

effect. ” r cc " ,fr ' on law principal of similar 

initi ll K , K l^l„ D *U1 tot berenfter 

claim, r.ouist' Jo> lLa! „. P ”. eUt v*, ‘ 3 >' c =ti°n, 
administrative priee.dinV « E sins t tt- Vli“*« 3 61 e 3 3 6 ■ »r 

directly or indirectly nP ,* * RclciSca s, either 

dsnssjn or detriment suffered or "claine t m2t v er ’ ' in J ur )'. 
directly or lndirec tlv, ^ 00 "n er untnevn' , ? , ' su “' r ”, 
relating .to the faits aJ ^ ' 3rl5ln S out of or 

paragraphs: A, B, C, D and E of ,m, n.i“°JL:. S ' 3 lorth *» 
of Claims. 


this Declaration and Release 


assigned cn> claim or any portion-of a t h * h ** Dot 
this Declaration and ReleL, < ny cl * ln released by- 

entity. *“ d Release Claims to any .person or 


5 


construed 
of the Sta 
including 
enforce or 
Release of 
recover ao 
the court 
brought fo: 
*hicb that 


under ^dYnter^ret^ ft 1 !*" * ClalDS «^U b.' 
to of California. If * ny aVtToV’at* l * 1 * 11 
an action for declaratory relief \V v° r e \ uiX7 * 

Cl^imi^Vh ft l Vrfiviuin *°pi r ty Ih- 1 i ? I> 4dd 

Tn 1 thVTa-‘U\- S 

'Wsrs-s.tsar-5 


00Q313 
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shill not be computed in 
tut shall be such as to 
pa-ld .or Incurred in good 


Accordance with idy 
fully reimburse all 
faith. 


court, schedule 
attorney's fees 


I declare 
the State of 
correct. 


under peoalty of 
California that 


perjury under 
the foregoing 


the la>s'"of 
is true and 


Dated: 


xM 


. 1987 



STATE OF CALIF0RN1, 
COUNTY OF 


On 


7 


) 

) ss. 
) 


j 1S57 before me, the 
‘nc for said State, 


undersigned., a X6ta^ FTI'k i 1 " 

personally appea^d BICF A2 NA»!n* ™ ,?° r ^ State ' 

proved to me on^lhe -basis of satlsfactory* “uj* 1°™ t0 v Bv or 
person whose name is subsetb®d tn *u' * evidence to be the 

•acknowledged that he executed’thc si=e. Vlthln inR trument and 

WITNESS my hand and-' official seal. 


(SEAL) 



N 6 taZry yuoiicXin' and for 
said County /ad State 


My commission expires on: 

//' Xor 


y <:,wwww< ^ * ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ . 

Y^Z OFFICIAL SEAL $ 

' ' K£N SFYDCX.'O \ 

hotaky rvouc • c-nirac^ ? 
. ^ .. 101 ^crtcs cwktt | 

—''• M won tip,,., sc* JJ. JSS7 k 

u - -- - . • —- . j J 
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RICX AZKARAN'S LIST OF PERSONAL ITEXS LOST : 

• • • • 

I long »l««v«d white PRCA shirt ** * 

1 raroon down Yest by St John'* Bay 

1 brown nylon quilted jacket 
3 pr Wrangler jeans 
A flannel shirts 

2 quilted flannel shirts 
5 pair of briefs 
5 pair of socks 
1 nylon duffel bag 

1 leather teller hit containIn; jtl.c toil,- 

3 bandanas 

1 pair of long johns 
1 pair .of Danner work boots ; 

1 pair of Tony Liana cowboy boots 
1 pair of Chippewa vade boots 
1 hat ' ' : 

1 set spur straps 


IK : ALJO FIR£ 


$25 

.00 

$75 

.00 

$129 

.00 

$50 

. 00 

$120 

. 00 

$70. 

.00 

$25. 

00 

**h 

00 

$29. 

00 

■ $2 9 . 

00 

$6. 

00 


$ 20.00 

i 

$149.00 

" t 

$149.00 
579,00 
$7,95 
$12.95 



TOTAL 


$1/040.90 


The above list descr^b** an , " 

which was damaged or destroyed*< n vv* P^°P crt y owned by me 

Which occurred-on 11 fog *?**, 

1715 drawn on therersunt e° ? 1 •¥ f heck rub!: *“ 

compensates me for my less U ° r 5 Tlnl1 * Tra =‘ f«n» 
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uc_-f. 


3 3 


Cc-, JULY 20, 19S3 

HCNC*>=l£ BAP.NET M. 

i NONE 


Jtsct courr cf caltc*nu, ccuktt of j A-Hoe_a 


COOPERMAN j UD g€ 

Deputy $K«nH 
Coun Ar«ndont 


A.L. BRANCH 
NONE 


. C^Puty Ctrk 

. 2*PCrt*c 


(Paries end ccurtyti eh^t^ j c , 


tvenri 


CA 001012 




LAWRENCE ttvv 


MANFRED S7ANSFIELD, et al 
VS 

NORMAN STARKEY, et al 


Hc.nt.n BOWLES 4 MOXON ’ 

Csy(*.veJ for LENSKE, LENSXE 4 HELLER 

D«fendsnr VTYMAN, BAUT2ER, KUCHEL 4 
SILBERT 


(NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS: 

Derr.urrers to Fifth At, er.ced Complaint are sustained, as to 
demurring defendants, without leave to amend. 

The demurrers as to the First cause of action, seeking relief 
under RICO, (18 U.S.C. §1961, et seg.) are sustained under CC? 
430.10(f). To the extent that plaintiffs seek relief pertaining 
to personal injury, loss of reputation, pain and suffering, or 
emotional distress, (see Complaint, paragraph 42] RICO provides 
no remedy. (See 16 U.S.C. 51964(c)); Jchnsen v. Rogers, (1S82) 

551 F.Supp. .281) . 

No facts have been alleged by plaintiffs with respect to alleged 
laundering of monetary instruments by defendants, as a pattern of 
racketeering activity under 18 U.S.C. §1556. [See paragraph 37. 
of Complaint]. 

Plaintiffs have also failed to plead facts pertaining to any 
alleged violation on the part of the demurring defendants with 
rescect to the Currency and •Foreign Transactions Reporting Act 
(31* U.S.C. 55316(a). (Complaint, paragraph 35.] 

Under 18 U.S.C. § 1951(b)(2),' "(t]he term 'extortion' means the 
obtaining of property from another, with his consent, induced by 
wrongful use of actual or threatened force, violence or fear, or 
under color of official right." 


Although "extortion" is referred to in paragraph 35. of the Fifth 
Amended Complaint, and in subparagraph 35. (ii), (iii), (iv), 

(xii), (xiv), and (xvi), no facts are alleged therein which 
conform with the legal definition of the term "extortion", above 
quoted. For example, in paragraph 35. subparagraphs (ii) and 
(iii) it is"alleged that plaintiffs Manfred and Valerie 
Stansfield, and Jerry and Kana Whitfield, respectively, had 
extortion practiced against them by defendants because said named 
plaintiffs refused, in 1986, to pay, in cash or in kind, for 
defendants’ products and services. Plaintiffs allege that 
certain confessional information concerning Valerie Stansfield 
was communicated by one Dr. Lee to Valerie's mother, and 
concerning Jerry, was communicated by one'Al Bei to Jerry's 
father. Lee and Bei are alleged to be agents of defendants. ^Qg 
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MINUTES ENTERED 

7-20-88 

COUNTY GS2K 






















wuMWftoeHOWM. V-, feW-r 

SI 

Freedman was a "Suppressive person do- not, in ^yy.n ^,, 
constitute extortion as hereinabove defined.-.•-...-^<..- - / 


,-v 


on as hereinabove ce .?*'*.~‘ 

•in which (d furing 'Lhe 

;h 1954, defendant's agent; Den L»£*ca 
of $3,000,-000.00 (Three hi 1 licir -Do 114r €X^Cr era pla-n-.-.- 
,., *a a direct result a£ th».js;rtort-<2&* J .rscke^eer^.5 


Paragraph 35.(tfvi) 
period 1SS3 through 
in excess of $3,000,-000.00 
class me: 


- a 


reasonable notice of the.charge being made by pxa.ntif-s. 

The allegations of paragraph 41. of the Fifth^er.ded C^la...., 

ef *• 

alleged claims. - v .. ; ^ 000318 

_* v r. iV *' .V-.. 

•••-•:■•■.• . v. " * . ■■-:*.•-'•••■-• 

, * _ _ - v _ plaintiffs 1 Second. dhmse of *action';seeXing 

siitr*«"u:;.r>5«cr. =ni^ nt? a 

sustained under CCP §430.10(e). - .l^... r.t.-l.-^-V .-•"•• *• * 

3kn:sSSi 9 «t: 

•■'and t _ _•>*•' « whatever def:. .'- 

‘emplc 
and 


v.-f; 

V.' 


















vs v' •> 


Cou ra*J for .*' 
Dthrtdcnt *y. 


. yi - : - /j 

:' vV 


• . >♦ •* *.f- • •• •. 

NORMAN STARREY> et al 


NATL’i 5 Of pecCStDiNGSi-sj.-. ^ • • * . . .;. ..rr Viv 

Plaintiffs verV^adviBed in the ruling of the court sustaining 
demurrers to the- Fourth'Amended Complaint,' rendered T _on March 8, 
1SS3 that the * Complaint was uncertain "..:as to the identity o. 
the alleged agent or agents of defendants vho allegedly .; 
wrongfully communicated plaintiffs' confidential-information to 
third parties and as to the identity of the third .parties .to whom 
euch alleged communications vere made. The prior rulings of 
Judge Dowds have required* such information to be pleaded with 
respect to the namedplaintiffs,... 


7h’s Court alab'Vtated?in'its minute'-Order of Kirch 8, 1988, that 
"[c]ounsel for plaintiffs is admonished that this is the last 
opportunity that will'be extended to amend the ccrplaint irv.the 
manner requi: 

Dowds." 


that will-be extended to amend one cc=piainw ir.uib 
[ red herein ■ and in the prior orders rendered by Judge 




Notwithstanding" the foregoing admonition,.in paragraph 46. o~ the 
Pifth Amended Complaint, plaintiffs, although alleging disclosure __ 
by defendants of alleged intimate details of the personal lives 
of plaintiffs, Hanfred and Valerie Stansfield and Jerry and Kana 
Whitfield, to members of the Church of Scientology, and to. 
plaintiffs’ relatives, families, friends and third Pjjtiej,have 
•failed to-identify 'the alleged communicators.of confidential- 
information, and to identify the third parties who received such 
communication. .This information, and particularly the identity 
of -the recipients of the alleged wrongful communications,, should 
be clearly known 2fco‘.plaintiffs. •'•• "00*0319 

* . . 'i* __ * • 


In paragraph 45 .'"of the Fifth Amended Complaint plaintiffs allege, 
only in the most'general terms, breach of confidences..of plain¬ 
tiffs by defendants’ disclosure of confidential,’confessional 
material,' without .any effort to plead f ap t s«qui£ed- by.-the 
Court• r . ;’• .*v5.*•»;.* * - • •• 

While it is true**that in paragraph 35. (ii) and <ili)', (P*~t 
plaintiffs’ First.pause of.action), which is incorporated by 
reference in .the'-'Second cause of action, plaintiffs plead, :the .... 
names of Dr.-LeVvihd • Al- Bei as alleged-agents bf defendants/ who 
c ommun i c a ted' i^ofmati or} 'about Valerie ^tansfield’^to-Valerie ’ . 
mothej 



















JULX.'sd I i to* tOUtt C* ZXllAsi^’^, 

HCNCWSa.BARNET «. COOPERMAN JlrCd I’^VA 

■ 5c • NONE* 


Ccort Am*r<Jcm 



CA 001012 


Ccun*l for 


MANFRED STANSFIELD, et al 

• VS : **• 

NORMAN STARKEY, et al 


Ficirsrff • 

Ceursal for 
D«f«ndc.*a 


NATURE OF PJOaiDlNOS: 

respectively, it dees not appear that the alleged communications 
were of confidential information, in conformity vith other '• 
allegations of the Second cause of action, but instead consisted 
of apparently false information concerning said plaintiffs. 

In the Court's judgment, plaintiffs have'not complied vith the 
Court’8 admonition. 


Although the Court has examined the Complaint in Arnarah.’ et al. . 
v. Church of Scier.tolocv of Calif., Inc., et al.. Case No. CV 
83-1786-KDK; the opinion of the United States Tax Court (83 TC No 
25) Church of Scientolccv of Calif, v. Ccmmi e eior.er of Internal 

Revenue; and Church of Scier.tolocv o f Calif, v. Corml esiorar of 

Internal Revenue (198.7) USCA [9th Cir. J 823 F.2d 1310, judicial 
notice i's not taken vith respect to such records, vhich vere 
lodged by plaintiffs, in that they contain no facts relevant to 
the case at bench. 

■Copy of this r.inute order* sent this date by'U.S.' hail to counsel’of 
record. 
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EXHIBIT E 



IN THE FLORIDA CIR COURT FUn THE 
SEVENTEENTH JUD* « ■ Al. CIRCUIT 
GENERAL civil division 


C.ATm PLKNEA fit.J 

ciokc-i: snkllenp.krcer , 

Plaintills, 


•VI- 

chukgh or scientolocy Internationa!.; 
SCIENTOLOGY FLAG SERVICES 
ORGANIZATION, a Florida 
nn c - Tor-pro l' i t corporation; KUKMAN 
STARKEY, Administrator oi t Lf 
EsiAtf oi !•• Ron Hubbard; 

th: estate or j.. ron huduard*. 

FKKO HAKE; BRIDGE PUBLICATIONS, 
in:.; golden era PRODUCTIONS. INC.; 
CKL'KCll OT SCIENTOLOGY OF FLORIDA, 
INC.; DAVID HlSCAVlCKv LYMAN 
SPUR LOCK: ANs RROfK-.R; PAT BRCEKEr ; 
SHE HP. AS 1>NSKS; VICKI AZNARan; 

HERF.R JENTZSCll; KEn IIODEN; TERKi . 
CAM DO A and JOHN DDES 1 THROUGH* 100 
INCLUSIVE; SEA ORC and AUTHOR 
SERVICES, INC. (AS 1) , 


D* l cnda»it s . 


CASE NO. 


S5-30050 


R true con 

ROBERT E. LC^HV/OOB 



COMPLAINT 


COME NOW the Plaintiffs, GATKI PKNNEA and CEORCE SNELLENBERCER, 
by anc throuK 1 ' thrlr undt r counsel, and sue th* Defendants, CHURCK OF 

SCIENTOLOGY 1N; naTIOnai. , SC I F.KTOl.OCY FLAG SERVICES ORGANIZATION, a Florida 
not-lor-prelit corporation, NOKKaN STAKKF.Y. Administrator of the Estatt of L. 
R;>n H\ibba r d, THE ESTATE OF L. RON HUBBARD, TRED HARE, HR1DCE PUB..KA i IONS, 
ISC. . GOLDEN EhA PRODUCTIONS. INC., CHURCH CF SCIENTOLOGY 0? FLORIDA, INC., 


PAT BROEKEK, 5 HERMAN UMY1 , 
i CAMHOA and JOHN DOES l THROUGH 


DAVID K1SCAV1GE. LYM.nn SPURLOCK, ANN BRGKKF. 

VICKI ZNAKAN, KEbFR JIN7ZSCH• KEN KODCK, TEHr 
100 INCLUSIVE, SEA CRG «>rj AUTHOR SERVICES, INC. (ASI), and 
fu l lows: 


C>:se?.aL al:.£Cat : jvs 

j. *i ;•»»5 is * ~ action icr c error ns * t wry ard jrwr.it Ive U*r.agas Ir. •• 
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EXHIBIT F 
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IN the aida circuit court for THE 

SEVENTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
CENERAL CIVIL DIVISION 


CATU1 RENNEA aoE CEORCE 
sneu-enbercer. 


Plaintiff» 


-vs- 

UHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY INTERNATIONAL, > 
DcCcndanis* ^ 


) CASF. NO. 88-30050 C 2 
) FLORIDA BAR #328480 

) 

) 

) 

) 


7 vto'./ai ,6^*1 V\V;! : >V\ 

JAN 09 1S89 

JOHNSON & JOHNSON 


•k it ★ 


N0T I CE OF VOLUNTARY DISMISSAL 
" WITHOUT PREJUDICE 

comes KO, W n.t.utu. catki 

by and throo," it. vndcr.i.n.iS ooon.cl • ‘ h “ “* 

>»>*•>»* 

1 HEREBY CERTIFY that a trot .t<l c “'"^urnfllTjd' By"Iu to 

inttcc ot Voluntary Blaialaaal Ui ‘ h °“' *'*' J “ A ‘” „ tor Doiond.nt CURUCH or 

;rr . 

U.is'st.i da, ot O.nuary. 


ABRAMS, ANTON, ROBBINS, RESNJCK 
AND SCHNEIDER, I’. A. 



000324 










000325 


EXHIBIT G 



1 

2 

3 

A 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


) 


VICKI AZNARAN - 6-21-88 

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 
POR THE CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 


VICKI J. AZNARAN AND 
RICHARD N. AZNARAN 


VERSUS 

THURCII OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 

:ALi:-')r.riA, inc.; church 
OF SPIRITUAL TECHNOLOGY, 
INC.; SCIENTOLOGY 
MISSIONS INTERNATIONAL, 
INC.; RELIGIOUS 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER, INC.; 
AUTHOR SERVICES, INC.; 
THURCH OF .SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL, INC.; 

THURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
OF LOS ANGELES, INC. ; 
MISSION OFFICE WORLDWIDE; 
AUTHOR FAMILY TRUST; THE 
ESTATE OF L. RON -HUBBARD, 
OAVID MISCAVIGE, AND * 

*ORMAN STARKEY < 


NO. CV 88-1786-WDK 


ORAL DEPOSITION OF 
VICKI AZNARAN 

On the 21st day of June, 1988, at 
.0:00 a.in., the oral deposition of the above-named 
ritness vas taken at the instance of the Defendants 
>efore Roger W. Miller, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
.n' and for the State of Texas, at the offices of 
:ohan, Simpson, Covlishav, Aranza & Wulff, 

.n the City of Dallas, County of Dallas, state of 
’exas, pursuant .to the. agreement hereinafter set forth 
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AIMARAM - C-2 1-33 


2 


APPEARANCES 


Appearing for the Plaintiff 

CUMMINS & WRITS 

1600 Wilshire Boulevard 

Los Angeles, CA 30017-1695 

By: Hr. Barry Van Sickle 


Appearing for Defendant Author Services 

Mr. Michael Lee II c r t z b er g 
275 Madison Avenue 
liov York, MY 10015 


Appearing for Defendant Religious Technology 

COOLEY, MAM ION, MOORE i JON£3 
Russia Wharf West 
530 Atlantic Avenue 
Boston, Massachusetts 02210 
By: Mr. Earle Coclcy 


Present: Mr. Aron C. Mason 
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VICKI A2 ‘JARAN - 6-21-S8 


4 3 


A I have no problem with that. 

to help us pin down these dates. Soy, 
fou have not spoken to Hr. '/anny on anything 
pertaining to your lawsuit since the end — at least 
:he latest, the end of the first week in March, 

.9-33, is that your testimony? 

A So. That’s not ny testimony. 

0 All right. When did you last speak to 

ir. Vanny -- first, when did you last speak to Mr. 

’a any ? 

Sunday nig h t. 

ihat is the 19th of June, 1933? 

Uh-huh. 

Ana what was the subject matter of ycur 
discussion? 

A He wanted no to give his phone number to 

oel Sappeil and Roc '.felkos. 

Q He wanted — you know Joel Sappeil and 

obert Welkos to bo reporters for the "Los Angeles 

imes," do you not? 

A Uh-huh. 

Q And they arc based out in LA, aren’t 


A 
• « 

0 

A 

n 


h ey? 


A 

Q 


Uh-huh. 


Ill 


And Yanny was calling youhere in Dallau? 
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6-21-38 


49 


A Uh-huh. 

Q On thin past Cunday? 

A Uh-huh. 

* Q For y°u to 5 e t a hold of Sappell and 

Welkos? 


A Uh-huh. 

Q And Give Icnny -- give then Yanny's 

telephone number? 


A 

0 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

the "LA 
A 

tine. 

0 


Uh-huh. 

Is that his home phono he wanted given? 
I think it was his car phone, 
his car phene? 

I * 

I think so. 

Do you remember the number? 
ho. 

Did he give, you the number? 

Uh-huh. 

Did you write it down? 

I did at the time, yeah. 

And did you call Sappell and Welkos of 
Tiae3" and give then that nunber? 

Uo, because they were with »e at the 


They were here in Dallas? 
Uh-huh. 


r* % «« v <"» » 


A 
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ICKI A2UAP.AU - 6-21-33 


C Joel Sappell and Weikos on the 19th? 

A Uh-huh. 

0 Did they call Yanny in your presence? 

A No. 

Q Well# I*a sorry# I lost -- did you give 

hen the nuaber or didn't you? 

A Yeah. 

Okay. So you don't know what they did 


n 

ith it? 
A 
0 
A 


They nay have thrown it in the trash. 

U»hat is that? 

I said they nay have thrown it in the 
rash. I don’t know. 

Q But# anyway# they now have Yanny's car 

ihono? 

A P. i g h t. 

Q Did you give then any other numbers -- 

A ho. 

Q -- for doe Yanny? 

A Huh-uh. 

Q Was there any other subject natter 

liscucsed between you and Yanny in this telephone 
:onvercation this past Sunday? 

A No. 

Q When#, before Sunday, was the next last 

000330 11( 3 
















1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

3 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 
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6-21-08 


51 


ti.uo you talked to Mr. 

A I don’t know 


Yanny? 

. • Probably 


weeks or — 


in a couple of 


Q All right. T/e start — now, we know that 

you talked to hira on the 19th of J.unc. 

A Right. 

Q And nou ve are backing up in tine to see -- 

going from the •u ost recent, backwards, to see if 
that helps. You say that would take you back a 
couple of weeks? 

'A Ten days, nay bo. It was a r. Jttcr of 


several days, anyway. 

Q It would be coaetiac, thougn, still in 

June? 

A Yes. 

Q And where did the conversation take 

place? Again, was it on the telephone? 

A Uh-huh. 


Q You were in Dallas? 

A Uh-huh. 

Q Yanny in California? 

A I would assune, yeah. 

Q And what was the -- what was that 

conversation all about? 

A Let no think. 


j 

i 
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VICKI ASMARA!! 


6-21-33 


52. 


MR. VAN SICKLE: Wo want to toko a 
little short break and get a cup of coffee. 

MR. COOLEY: That's fine. Sure. 
MR. IIERTSEERG: Let her answer the 

quest ion first. 


MR. COOLEY: That's all right. 
(Recess.) 

MR. COOLEY: May we have the last 
question, please. 

(Last question road.) 

Q You know the conversation I an talking 

about? 


A The tine tefore last? 

Q Txiat's right. The tine inu-ediat ely 

preceding *■ other's Day, the Father's Day 
conversation which•I think you placed about a 
couple or weeks? 

A Yeah, give or take. I don't really renesber. 

It seens like it was about Cernan shepherds and 
dogs and that sort of thing. . I don't 
renenber much of substance. 


0 Tell us what was said, to the beat of your 


recoilcction. 

A He was talking about his dog, 

. * •» 

for his dog. He got hi3 dog from usl 


trainers 

Ur. 
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ICKI AZHARAN 


6 - 21-33 


Q His Osman Shephard? 

A Uh-huh. 

0 When did you -- what# did you cell hin 

dog? 

A .‘Jo. Ho got his dog from us. I guess 

he is about two yearn old now, so a couple of years 


Q Sometimes in ’06? 

A Prcbaoly. 

Q And he called you up to talk about the 

A Yeah. And maybe other things. I don't -- 

don't remember anything of substance. 


Q Only thing that sticks out in your nind 

s the dog conversation? 

A Yeah. 

Q Training matters, you think? 

A A trainer or a breeder and Riverside. 

'here is a large breeder out there that trains 
.hem, and ve were talking about that. 

Q All right. Now, going back to the Father's 

conversation this past Sunday, who originated 
:hat call? 


Da 


A lie did, 

Q And did he call you- at home? r 116 
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VICKI A2JIARA2I - 6-21-80 


A Uh-huh. 

Q Could I have that number once again? 

A 824-76D5. 

' Q That is 214 area code? 

A Uh-huh. 

Q About what tine of day did that call 

cone in? 


A About nine at night, I guess. 

0 That would bo eleven o’clock LA tine? 

A Seven o'clock LA tine. 

•0 I'n sorry. I get a little nixed up. 7:00 p. 

LA tine? 


A Yeah. 

Q 9:00 p. n. Dallas tine? 

A Yeah. 


Q And ho called you fox the purpose of 

giving you his car phone to give to Sappell and Uelkos? 

A Yes. 

• Q Was he in his car when he called, 

do you know? 

A He didn't say, and I didn't ask. 

Q • Uh-huh. How did he know you were meeting 
with Sappell and I/elkos? 

A Ido not know. 

Q When .was the meeting with Sappell and 

;r„ .000334 " 117 
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AZNAStAH - 6-21-88 


elk03 £ 

A 

set up? 

Tuesday of last week, or Wednesday. 

Q 

Tuesday or Wednesday of last week would bo 


16th or 17th? I * n sorry, I ’ m looking at the 
,• year. June 14th or 15th? Correct? 


A 

Probably, yeah. 

0 

And how did it got set up? 

MR. VAIJ SICKLE: Objection. Irrelevant. 

o u u a y 

answer. If you know. 

A 

Richard called them, my husband, called 

hem on 

the phono and arranged it. 

Q 

Uh-huh. And you don’t have any idea 


s to how Y a n n y knew that that nee*ting was going 


n when 

he called to give you the number? 

A 

I was quite surprised. 

Q 

And how .many tines did you meet with 


Just .that one time? Father’s Day meeting? 


A 

Yes. 

Q 

And how long did the meeting take? 

A 

Ten or eleven hours. 

Q 

Did you talk about your lawsuit with 

1 *iu f 

A 

Ho. I didn't want to get into that. 

Q 

Did you — 000335 

A 

I told then that they- could call Hr. 

r 118 
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VICKI ASMARA!! - 6-21-83 


of naacs, and I want to just go over then once ayain. 

Do you know P.ick Wynne? 

A Yes. 

q When did you first meet Rick Wynne? 

A March, this year. 

q Where? 

A At Joe Yanny'o house. 

q And posing your arrival on your testimony 

sometime the 7th or 8th of March, how long thereafter 
was it that you met Mr. Wynne to the first 
t ino? 

^ ?r ooabl v within a couple of clays, three 

lays, maybe. 

q Would it be on the weekend? 

A I think so. 

q Was Mr. Wynne there on the weekend? 

A Yes. he cane out there. 

q Did he stay overnight? 

A Wo. 

q And so — — and how naty day3 how many 

tines thereafter did you meet with Mr. Wynne or were you 

in his presence? 

A Maybe two or three. 

q From the tine you first net hin until 

you went hone on the 31ot of March or the 1st 

i* “ . - r* 


onn.^:^ 


119 















1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

B 

3. 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

15 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

22 

24 

25 


77 


VICKI A3 KARAN - 6-21-32 


of April? 

A Yes. 

Q Did you nee t with hia two or three times? 

A Yes. 

0 Did you discuss your cl a ins against the 

Religious Technology Center/ Church of Scientology/ 
or others with him? 

A Mo. 

Q Did you ever discuss your claims that 

are set forth in this litigation with him? 

A No. 

Q At no tine? 

A 

how are you," short. 

0 Okay. Out just getting back to a specific 

yes or no answer to the question, did you ever discuss 
your case with Mr. Wynne? 

A Mo. 

Q Do you know Mary Grieoo? 

A Yes. 

Q And who is Mary Griceo? 

A She is an attorney in that lav firm of 

Herzig & Yanny. 

Q And when.did you neet her for the first 


My conversations with hin were very — "Ki, 


tine? 
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A 

In March of 1930. 

Q 

And pegging your arrival on the 7th or 

t-h at 

Yanny's house, how long after that 


id you first meet lie. Gricco? 


A 

Two or three day3, probably. 

Q 

And would that also be on the weekend? 

A 

Probably, because she cane out to the 


and was off work/ kind of deal. 


Q 

U'n-imh. And did you ever discuss any 

s ? e c t 

of your case with Mary Gricco? 

A 

MO. 

O 

Did you discuss any aspect of your 

1 a ins 

against RTC and others with Mary Gricco? 

A 

flo. 

Q 

Did Mary Gricco or Rick Wynne 


r render any advice 

you in connection with your claims 
inct RTC and others? 


A 

No. 

• Q 

Do you know Dorothy Peti? 

A 

No. I don't know that name. 

Q 

Did you ever noot a person by the name 


Dorothy Peti? 

A I net a girl that I knew as Dorothy, 

didn't know her last name. ' f 121 
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6-21-80 


7 0 


0 All right. You not a girl by the name 

of Dorothy? 

A Yes. 

Q At i’anny ' s house? 

A Yes. I believe it was at his house when 

I set her. 


Q And when7 

A That would have been in iiarch of '30. 

Q With your arrival, to ycur memory, being 

on the 7th or the 3th, how long after that did you 
Dorothy for the first time? 

A it prooably would nave oeen that weekons 

foilow ing. 

Q And did you know what her position was 

in the Yanny firm? 

A II o. 


0 Did you know whether she was a lawyer 

or a secretary, or what? 

A I Knew she was not a lawyer. 

Q Do you know Bent Corydon? 

A Yes. 


Q C-o-r-y-d-o-n. Bent, B-e-n-t. 

And do you know that Bent 

Corydon has litigation ponding against the 
Church of Scientology? 


Q0033S 
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ICKI AZKAAAil - G-21-33 


A 

0 

A 

Q 


Yes. 

In Riverside California? 

Yes. 

And for how long have .you been aware 


f the pendency of that litigation? 

A I cjuecs since it was filed, which I think 

as *32 or ’3, or something like that. 

Q It was filed quite a long tine 

go, wasn’t it? 

* A Yes. 

Q Even before you wore Deputy Inspector General 

A Yes. 

Q — correct? You are familiar with the fact 

hat the church sued hia and that he filed 
ounterclai-iC, are you not? 

A Ho. I didn't roaember which way -- 

Q All right. 

A — who went first. 

Q You don’t know bow the litigation went. 

>11 you know is that he and the church are ir. 

.i t iga t i on? 

A Y e s . 

Q All right. 

A And that it had to do with thi3 building. 

Q And are you f aail iar'' v i.t h his organisation 
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novn as SCIO, S-c-i-o, Logos, L-o-g-o-s? 

A Mo. 

' Q You are not familiar with that at all? 

A I have heard of it. 

Q Corydon is a former Scientologist, 

.s he not? 

A Yes. 

Q You knew hin when he was in the Church of Sci 

lid you not? 

A Yes. 

Q Did you see hin at Yanny's 

house in March? 

A Yc-3. 

Q On how aany occasions? 

A • I believe two. 

Q And when was the first time? 

A Maybe around the 15th or 14th. 

« 

Q Was it that — was it a weekend? 

A I don*t believe 30. 

Q Row cany tiaes -- how long did he stay 

on that first occasion? 

A Several hours. 

Q Did he ever stay overnight? 

A Ye3, 

Q 


All-right. Did he a-tay overnight on 

000341 . 
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he first 

occasion? 

A 

I don't think so. 

Q 

When was the second time you saw him 


the Yanny house? 


A 

Maybe a week later. 

Q 

Weekend? 

A 

I think the second time was a weekend. 

0 

Did he stay overnight? 

A 

Yes. 

Q 

p h m r H A u ? 

Which night? Friday or 

c w u i u uy i 

A 

1 don't know. 

n 

Now, on tne -- what was the -- what did 


u understand the purpose or Mr. Corydon’c 
esence to be? 


A 

I had called hi:a and invited hin over. 

Q 

When you got to Yanny*3 


house on the 7th or 8th/ at some 
oint thereafter/ you called Corydon in 


A 

Yes. 

Q • 

At his hone? 

A 

Yes. 

Q 

How did you happen to have his hone telephone 


000342 . 
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A 

it. 

Q 

A 

0 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

* i d w o s t 


I called Alan Halter and got 

Who is Alan Walter? 

il e is a nan who lives in Dallas. 

Former Scientologist? 

You. 

PofBcr aicaion holder? 

Yes . 

What mission did ho hold? 

Ho hold about six of then. 

In Texas? 

Ho. °11 # ct one tine in Texas, in the 

California. 


C 


colder in 


A 


Corydon was a former mission 
Riverside# was he not? 

- os . 


£ All right. You called Allen Walter’s 

nd he gave you Corydon's nuuber? 

A Yes. 

Q You called Walter's fron Yanny's 

house? 


A Yes. 

Q And when was that? 

A The .second., week I was there, 

ine in that —— dur ing that- week • 0003*43 
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Q 

Before or after you hoc net with Belli? 

A 

Before, I believe. 

0 

Anu what was your purpose in ca 11 ing 

orydon to 

ask hin to cone to Y a nnv * s 


hou3 o? 


A 

I wanted to talk to him about his book. 

Q 

About the book that he wrote concerning 


. Ron Hubbard? 


A 

Yes. 

0 

And the book being "Messiah or Madman * ? 

A 

Yes. 

0 

You wanted to discuss that book with 


in? 


A 

Yes. 

Q 

Had you read the book at that point? 

A 

Most of 'it. 

Q 

And now you wanted to talk to bin about 

t in some 

more detail? 

A 

Yes. 

Q 

And as a result of that call, he came 

o Yanny’s 

house? 

A 

Yes. 

Q 

Did you discuss with Mr. Ccrydon 

our claim 

against RTC and others? 000344 

A 

No, only that 1 was" seeking counsel. 
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C Did you <Jiscus3 with Mr. Corydon 

aic claim and his litigation with the church? 

A Mot that I recall. 

Q In your presence, was there any conversation 

cetweon Hr. Yanny and Mr. Corydon concerning 
Jr. Corydon'c litigation with the church? 


A 


Q 


/nether it 


A 

0 

involving 


No. 

Were you aware or any such conversation, 

took place in your presence or not? 

No. 

Were you aware of any such conversation 
Hr. Corydon and Lisa Wilske? 


A No. 

0 Or Mary Grioeo? 

A No • 

Q Or any personnel from Mr. Yanny's 


A No. 

Q Was there any discussion in your 

presence involving Mr. Yanny and Lisa Wilske 
concerning the role that Lisa Wilske had played 
in researching the Rico case for the RTC, 

000345 

CSI, and CSC? 

MR. VAN SICKLE* That's the Mayo case? 

THE WITNESS: Yes. -• * 
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A 

MR. COOLEY: Yes. 

Could -- I didn't totally get 

that. . 


Q 

All right. I will slow it down. Was 


there# in your presence# any diucussion 
nvolving Mr. Yanny and Ms. Wilske and 
r. Corydon concerning the role that Ms. 
ilske had played in researching the Rico 
spccts of the Mayo suit? 


A 

Mo. 

Q 

Was there any discussion at all while 


were at Yanr.y'c house concerning 
y's billing practices while ho was 
cel for R7C? 


A 

Not that I recall. i 

i 

Q 

Now# you net with Corydon twice# 

did you? 


A 

I think so. I think it was two tines. 

Q 

Was there anything discussed besides 

his book? 


A 

Mostly his book. He said that hi3 case 


going to trial coon# he could tell ne that. 


Q 

Was Yanny present during that conversation? 

A 

I don't.recall if he was or not. 

Q 

Teli ne all the conversations that you 

• ... 000346 12.9 
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ran remember on both those visits that took place 
between you and Mr. Corydon as 

to subject natter. Would ho know the book was discus 
on both occasions? 

A Right. 

Q Okay. What else? 

A Social trivia, which, you know, 

like one time he had his little boy 
there, and we took him swimming and 
things like that. 

Q Uh-huh. So we have the book and 

social trivia, and what else? 

i 

A IIis plans for another book. 

Q All right. What else? 

A Another book that has been written in 


s ec 


England. 

Q 

A 


The Hiller book? 

I don’t remember the 
author's nane, but it is a 
biography. 


0 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 


*3are-faced Messiah"? 
Yes. 

Have you read that book? 
MO. 

What else? 


000347 


130 









1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

0 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

IS 

16 

17 

10 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


VICKI A ZII ARAM 


6-21-08 


98 



A He asked no if I had any knovledge 

of anyone being sent to beat him up. 

Q Did he ask you that on the first or the 

second occasion? 

A I think it was the first. 

Q And did he tell you he was beaten 

up? 

A He told no that a follow cane out to 


boat him up. 

Q Didn't make it? 

A I think -- 

Q Did he got beaten or didn't he? 

A Hot that I know of. 

Q Okay. 

A He didn't conacnt to ne that lie had been. 

Q And what did you tell hire? Did you toll 

hin you know about somebody being sent to beat 
bin up or not? 

A I told hin that I knew about squirrels 

being beaten up, not hin specifically. 

Q Did you tell hin whether you knew anything 

about somebody being sent to beat hin up? 

A Ju 3 t what I just said, that I knew about 

ho category, generally. 


Q That isn't ny question. My question is: 

* " -000348 . 
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Did you tell hia that you knew about anybody being 
oent to boat Sent Corydon up? 

Well, I told him that there was a general 

plan 

Q I * n not asking you about —- 

A -- for squirrels to be 

beat up. 

0 I asked you about Dent Corydon 

specifically. Do you understand the question? 

A Yes. 

All right. Nov ( can you answer it specif ical 
Do you know of anybody that vac sent to beat up 
3ent Corydon? 

A I don't know about specific orders to 

beat up Dent Corydon. 

Q All right. Did you ever issue any orders 

for anybody to beat up squirrels? 

A No. 

Q You had nothing to do with any such thing 

as that? 

A No, I wouldn't go that far. I did have 

something to do with that. 

0 All right. Now, you talked with 

Dent Corydon on those two occasions, 

you talked about his book, th ? book he was contemplating, 

■: -v 000349 
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er one, his case coming on for trial soon, 

1 trivia, and whether you knew 

ing about anybody being sent to beat him up. 

else? 


A 

I don't recall anything else right now. 

0 

And how nany hours were.you in his presence 

on those 

two occasions? 

A 

Maybe five or six. 

r, 

And you say that there was no discussion 


your case? 


A 

Hot that I recall. 

Q 

auh? 

A 

Hot that I recall. 

0 

You just don't recall any? 

A 

I don't recall any. 

0 

Anu there were no discussions with Corydon 


and Yanny j Corycon, Yanny, and Wilske; 
Corydon, Yanny, Wilske, and 
Gricco concerning your case? 


A 

Not that I know of. 

0 

Did you tell Corydon that you were 


to go see Belli? 


A 

I don’t remenber if I told him before or after 

the fact 

s 

Q 

Let's just see. You had -- whether -- 

•- 0Q0350 
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the first time you cot with Corydon you 
hadn't yet gone to see Belli, had you? 

A I don’t think so. 

Q So that your testimony is that you went 

to see Belli that first weekend that you were 
at Yanny'o house on a Priday, which would be 


the 11th? 

A I think that's pretty accurate. 

Q And when you got back, vac it that 

•weekend that you saw Corydon for 
the first tine or was it before that? 

A I don't actually remember which it was. 

Q If you vent to see Belli on the 11th, 

you would have had to see Corydon 
on .either the 7th, 8th, 9th, or 10tn, 
wouldn’t you, Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday, and 
Thursday? 


A 

Q 

A 

Q 


If I had seen him before. 

I thought you testified that you -- 
I don't honestly recall. 

I got you. Do you honestly recall that you v 


at Yanny's house during the week of the 7th? 

A I think that's when I was there. 

Q All right. 

A I think ’that's when I fir-st went. 1Q4 

- . 000351 









1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


) 


218 

VICKI J. AZNARAN - 6-21-38 

Q Y es . 

A Five years. 

Q And at the time you left the church, you 

had'been a Sea Org member for how long? 

A Nine years. 

Q And v/hat was your rank in the Sea 

Organization at that time? 

A It — 

Q What was the highest rank you occupied in 

the Sea Organization? 

‘A Even sin. 

Q And v/hen did you obtain that rank? 

A I guess in ‘84, maybe 38. 

Q Is it fair to say that as the chief 

executive officer of the Religious Technology 
Center, that you were charged with the chief 
operating authority of a corporation that had, as 
its charge, the protection of the purity of the 
technology of L. Ron Hubbard? 

A Would you say that again? 

Q That you were the head of a corporation 

that had, as its responsibility, the protection of 
the purity of the technology of L. Ron Hubbard? 

A Yes. That’s — 000352 

And you had — your., corporation that y^>}^ 
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an had as its responsibility the protection of the 
raderaarks, "Scientology" and "Dianetics," correct? 

A Y es. 

Q And your corporation had as your 

esponsibi1ity the responsibility of seeing to it 
hat standard technology developed by L. P.on Hubbard 
’as delivered in a standard manner, isn't that 
:or r ect ? 

A Well, I don't knov/ if I would say it 

ixactly that way, but — 

0 Well, you say it your way. You don't 

lave to adopt ny language. 

A I think it was to protect, like you said, 

:he trademarks of "Dianetics" and "Scientology." 

Q The purity of the text is one thing you 

lave already agreed to as being one of the 
Eunctions, haven't you? 

A Well, let me think about that. 

Q I would point out that you have already 

testified on that subject matter in the affirmative. 
My question to you is: Did you or did you not, 
as the chief executive officer of RTC, have the 
responsibility of supervising, on a worldwide basis, 
the standard delivery of standard L. Ron Hubbard 
Scientology technology? 
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A That would be impossible. 

Q Was that the responsibility that was -- 

[that fell to RTC and did RTC attempt to discharge 
|that responsibility? 

A Like supervise every organization? 

Q Oh, no, no, but to the extent that you 

I were able to do so to deal with any situation that 
came to your attention where there was a 
non-standard delivery of standard tech or a standard 
delivery of non-standard tech? 


that? 


Q 

A 

Q 
• A 


!-7as it RTC's responsibility to see to 

Yes . 

Or to try to see to that? 

Yes. 

Yes, it was their responsibility to try 


to — 


Q And that was very heavy responsibility 

|within the -- with which you were charged, as head 
|of RTC, was it not? 

A I considered it to be. 

Q It was a very responsible position, 

Iwasn't it? . 000354 

A I considered it to be, yes. 

Q All right. Row, going down to line -- 
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STATE OF TEXAS 


COUNTY 


OF DALLAS 


) 

) 


I, Roger V7. Miller, Certified Shorthand 
Reporter in and for the State of Texas, certify that 
the foregoing deposition of VICKI J. AZNARAN was 
reported stenographically by ne at the tine and place 
indicated, said witness having been placed under oath 
by ne, and that the deposition is a true record of 


the testimony given by the witness. 

I further certify that I an neitiier counsel for 
nor related to any party in this cause and am not 
financially interested in its outcome. 

Given under nv hand and seal of office on this 
the 21st day of June, 1938. 


Jf. 


7 


Cr (dd. ' 7Z. I*. 




R'oger V7. Miller, Certified 
Shorthand Reporter No. 1357 in 
and for the State of Texas 
Stanley, Harris, Rice, Cogburn, 
Stunkard, Miller & Associates, Inc 
3100 McKinnon, Suite 1000 
Dallas, Texas 75201 


conmission expires December 31, 1938 
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CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
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CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL, INC.; 
CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
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APPEARANCE £ 


Appearing for the Plaintiffs 

CUMMINS L WHITE 
1600 Nilshire B1 v d . 

Los Angeles, CA 90017-1695 


Appearing for Defendant Author 
Services, Inc. 

Mr. Michael Lee Hertzberg 
275 Madison Avenue 
New York, NY 10016 


Appearing for Defendant 
Religious Technology 

COOLEY, MANION, MOORE & JONES 
Russia Wharf West 
530 Atlantic Avenue 
Boston, Massachusetts 02210 
By: Mr. Earle Cooley 


Also present: Hr. Aron C. Mason 

Mr. Mark Rathbun 
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'orkveeks so as to avoid an ooligation on the part 
'f the defendants from paying hin overtime." 

A Yes. 

Q And you say that that allegation was 

iscussed with the IRS? 

A They mentioned pay# or- something along 

hat line. 

Q Did the IRS raise the issue of pay? 

A Pay at that ranch, yes. 

Q And the issue of pay at the ranch was a 

ubject matter of your interview with the IRS, is 
hat it? 

i 

A Yes. As I recall. 

Q All right. Uould you tell us everything 

hat you told the IRS on that subject matter? 

MR. VAM SICKLE: Objection and 
nstruct the witness not to answer pending 
ipplication for a protective order. 

Q Are there any other allegations that were 

.he subject of your interview with the Internal 
Revenue Service that we haven't already discussed? 

A No, I don't think so. 

Q Now, going back in time to January of 

,988 when you first started thinking in terms of 


:rimes that you had committed and the possibility of 
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revealing those crises to appropriate authorities, 
did you, in that sane period of tine, also begin to 
contenplate the filing of a lawsuit against the 
church, PTC, Church of Scientology, and others? 

A I believe so, yes. 

Q When was the earliest tine vhen you cave 

consideration — first started giving consideration 
to that subject natter? 

A I believe it would have been in January 

of this year. 

Q And were you thinking in terns of 

basically the kinds of claims that you have 

i 

ultimately asserted in this complaint? 

A Well, I don’t think I was nearly as 

detailed as that, but -- 

Q No, but in broad outline? 

. 

A .1 v/ould say so. 

Q And you were not thinking in those terns, 

either, of confessing your crines or of bringing a 
lawsuit earlier than that? 

A No, not that I recall. 

Q Now, we know, from what you have told us, 

at least, that it was the government course that 
triggered the thoughts about your criminal activity. 

What was it that triggered your thinking about the 

. 000359 142 
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4 i s c a v 
r er ry 
that I 


G 

nd/or 

A 


Q 


ige issued orders, flarty Rathbun, Fran Harris 
Gamboa. There were a couple of other people 
don't remember their names right now. 

Each corporation had its own directors 
trustees, didn't it? 

As far as I knov/. 

Who picked them? 


f 


A I don’t know who picked Author Services. 

RTC’s directors were picked by members of Author 
Services. The trustees of RTC were Author Services 
personnel, and they were -- RTC's, I believe, were 
approved by Ann Sroeker at one time. I don't know 

t 

if it went anywhere else or not. 

Q Were you an officer - were you a director 

or trustee of RTC? 


A A director. 

Q Who picked you? 

A I would-assume Ann Sroeker, but I'm not 


Q Was she a trustee? 

A I believe at that time she was. 

Q Directors were picked by trustees, were 

they? 

A I would say some of the time, anyway. 

Q The people that I have named at ASI were 

0003G0. 
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all nenbers of the Sea Organization, were they not? 

A Yes. 

Q As were you? 

A That's correct. 

Q They all held various ranks in the Sea 

Organization? 

A That's correct. 

Q In fact, all of the —— well, positions —— 

the higher positions in the church and in the -- in 
various entities were staffed by Sea Organization 
members, were they not? 

A Yes. 

i 

Q Sea Organization is an organization of 

people who sign on.for many lifetimes to serve the 
Church of Scientology, isn't that a fair statement? 

A Yes. 

Q They sign, in fact, in recognition of the 

concept of the transmigration of the human spirit 
from' -- into successive lives for one billion year 
contracts, do they not? 

A They sign billion-year contracts. 

Q You signed a billion-year contract? 

A That's right. 

Q And that billion-year contract is a 

contract by which in this and in all lives to come a 

000361 144 
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STATE OF TEXAS } 

COUNTS OF DALLAS ) 

I, Roger W. Miller, Certified Shorthand 
Reporter in and for the State of Texas, certify that 
the >f or eg-oing deposition of. VICKI J. AZII ARAN was 
reported stenographically bv rae at the tine and place 
indicated, said witness having been placed under oath 
by ite, and that the deposition is a true record of 
the testimony given by the witness. 

I further certify that I an neither counsel for 
nor related to any party in this cause and an not 
financially interested in its outcome. 

Given under nv hand and seal of office on this 
the 22nd day of June, 1988. 


Roger W. Miller, Certified 
Shorthand Reporter No. 1357 in 
and for the State of Texas 
Stanley, Harris, Rice, Cogburn, 
Stunkard, Miller h Associates, Inc 
3100 McKinnon, Suite 1000 
Dallas, Texas 75201 



My commission expires December 31, 1983 
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VOLUME 6 


vinttd you to identify tbea for tha foozd. I 18 
now a a t i a £ltd that they art identifiad and 

a u t h • n t1 e a t a d • 

You held lost ataff poaitiona down here 
In T.i«« b.tot. you Joln.d th. In Ct 9 , and than in 
1978 you btcaat a mtober of tht *•» ©rg. 

A Might. 

0 la it fair to »ay that tht fir»t 

ioportant poaition that you held in the fta Org waa 
80 liaiaon aaaiatant? 

A Vet. 

q 1 would a ay that vai a pretty ieportant 

poat, waan*t it7 

X I thought -- I don’t know, you know, in 

tht sehtnt of thinga, how auch d.ciaion making power 
it had. You , it waa all right. 

q £v waa 

X It waa un aaaiatant. You go gtt thinga, 

you Xtrox, thinga likt that. 

0 Who appointad you to that poat? 

X Otnt Lieeardi. 

Q Did you know Fat and Xnnia Irotker at 


Xo. 

Would you aay that it waa aoatwbat 
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Q Had satellite tie-ins in Boston and 

elsewhere. 

A tight. 

0 You spoke that night on tht urgency of 
obtaining patrons and sponsors and lifftiae asabers 
of tha XAB to be able to continue to achieve these 
kind of results in the fees of external threats? 

A I don’t reaeaber exactly what X spoke on. 

Q That would have been generally vhat your 

goal would have been at that tiae? 

A Yea. 

0 Incidentally# you had just about at that 

time aade the position or been proaoted to the 
position of inspector general* hadn't you? 

A When is this? 

0 Around Hay of'1985# which is just about 
the tlse we were taking that hit on Christoffarson# 
you beeaae inspector general of the Xsligious 
Technology Center# didn't you? 

A That sssas about right. 

0 You reaeaber that following that# we were 
getting reedy for the wellsraheia ease? 

A Yet. 

Q And in the course of the Kolltrsheia 

oeae# the lie© case vas going and we had that 

000366 
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tha data of the agreeaent? 

A Okay. 

Q That** your signature and Rick's 

signature* isn't It? 

A Yas. 

HR. COOLEYi Kay that ha aarkad at 
tha next exhibit. 

(Exhibit Ho. 110 &arkad.) 

Q That loan agraasent that gave you a loan 

of 20*000 for 10 yaara with intaraat at a 5 parcant 
rata on an annual basis* how did that coict about? 

A I think that Ray brought it up* and aakad • 

aantionad to Richard and I did we naad aonay or how 
»uch aonay did va have or aoaething like that. 

0 Didn't Dave Kiac&’v^e ask you that? 

A At aoraa point ha rtiseuasad it with ua* 

too, 

Q Did ha aak you how such aonay you had and 
vhan you told hin you didn't have any* didn't ha 
©riginata .that you neaded some aonay to gat youraalf 
atarted? 

A X aort of had it in ay nind that Ray vaa 

tha first ena that brought it up* but it aay have 
baan David Miscaviga. 000367 

Q ,That aonay was intended to help you aa 
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you left the Sea Organization gat started up and to 
titd you evar until you eould gat angagad in ao&e 
new incost producing activity. Xs that a fair 
stateaent? 


A X think that'a partially eorraet. 

Q You knew that 5 pereant vas a pratty 

sodait interait rata according to tha going ratal at 
that tiae, didn't you? 

A X don't reaenbar if X thought about it or 

if X knew vhat tha going intaraat rataa vare. 

Q Xn any avant r whatever thay vara, you 

knav you didn't hava to pay back any principal until 
you had a chanca to gat going for a 10-yaar pariod? 

A Right. 


0 And in addition, Church of Scientology 

Xntarnatlonal bought your horia frew you for 91500; 
right? 

A Right. 

Q You had only paid 1200 for that horse or 

Rick had? 


A Right, but ha had put money into tha 


boraa so that's hov thay arrived at tha conclusion 


that 1500 vas fair. 

i 

Q This ehack dated April I, 
payaant for that horse, is it not? 


1987 » is the 
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A Hot all Of it. 

Q Did you raad any of it? 

■ A Home of it. 

Q Do you recognise -- 

A Zt seems what Z remember was shorter but 

that may not bt right. 

Q That ii your signature, though? 

A Tss, it is. 

Q Let me see that for a moment if you vill. 

One of the things that is in this release in 
paragraph 2 is an agreement by the ehurch to 
indemnify you, Vicki Axnaran, against any damages 
stemming from lawsuits which exist now or are 
brought against you in the future arising out of 
your association with tne enuren of sclenroiogy or 
any post that you held in the church, and it'a also 
under -- stated here it's understood it *j part of 
this agreement that the church will provide frse 
legal counsel to Vicki Axnaran providing she 
cooperates fully with the chureh and the church 
attorneys and she contacts the church immediately 
when she becomes aware of any potential or real 

legal threat to herself and/or the church* 

* 

That was a matter of some Importance to 
you to have that protection, wasn't it? 00036b 
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A Xt sets® llk« X discussed that* 

g At a matter of fact, you knew that you 

had been named aa a defandant in tha FAIR ault? 

A Y aa. 

Q But that you hadn't baan aarvtd yat and 

if you were served; you cartainly wanted to ba 
dafandad and didn't want to ba exposed to any 
liability? 

A That'a right. 

HR. COOLEYi May thia be marked aa an 
exhibit* please. 

(Exhibit Mo. 113 marked.) 

Q I ahow you a latter from Marty Rathbun to 

you and Rick dated Septeaber 10# 1987; with raipeet 
to your freeloader debt. Do you remenber receiving 
that letter? 

A Yea. 

Q Kay I aea it for just a moment? Do you 

aea on the enclosure on tha heading of Religious 
Technology Canter; there's a coaputaticn first of 
Kick's freeloader debt and then of your freeloader 
debt on the seeond page of tha schedule? Do you aea 
that? It says Rick on tha second page and you? 

A Yea. 

g And at the bottom of the page what la 
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A Yeah, 2 really don’t know. Liko l iiid, 

I can't raeoncll. the two. I don't knew — b.eaua# 
I don't .pacifically ranasber that. flgutat or not, 

you know* 

hr a VAN SlCXLEi Do you vmt to »trk 


this? 


that* 


MR. COOLEY i Yea, I want to »trk 


Q You do remember receiving that? 

A I do risinbir raceiving it. 

MR. COOLEYi May that ba aarkad at 

tha next exhibit. 

(Exhibit ho. 118 marked.) 

Q You were not forced or coarcad into 

accepting that $20,000 loan, ware you? 

A No, I waan't forcad to accapt that, 

q You v«ra grateful to have it, weren't 

you? 

A Yea. 

@ You needed it? 

A That'* right. 

q it did in fact help you gat started and 

help Rick gat atarted in hit inveatigating buaineaa, 
didn't it? 

A That'* right. 000371 
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§ X» a setter of fact, eni of the other 

things that hslpsd Kick gst started in hit 
invsstigsting business vaa a stateaeht prepared by 
John Peterson verifying Kick's activities as an 
investigator that were -- that vai a required piece 
of evidence for submission to the licensing 
authorities here in Texas? 

X That's right. 

Q And Qini Ingram also submitted such a 

thing* didn't he? 

X Z don't recall. He nay veil have. 

Q In any event, counsel for the churehdid 

what they could to help Rick have the necessary 
credentials to get licensed here in Texas as a 
private investigator? 

A That's right. 

Q Have you made any interest payments on 

the loan, you or Rick? 

A Mo. 

0 The first Interest paysent came due in 

January, did it, of 1888? 


A Whatever it said on there, 
reaeaber if it was December or January 

t 

Q whatever the loan shews? 

A Right. 


I don't 
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STATI Of TEXAS ) 

COOHIT OF DALLAS ) 

It Jennifer Q. Davenport, Certified Shorthand 
Reporter, in and for the State of Texas, eartify that 
tha foregoing dapoaitlon of VICKI J. AIVARAH vai 
raportad atanographically by ae at tha tiae and placa 
indicated, aaid witness having baan placed under oath 
by Be, and that tha dapoaitlon la a true record of 
tha teatiaony given by the wltnaaa. 

I further certify that I am neither counael for 
nor related to any party in thia cauaa and aa not 
financially intereated in lta outeoae. 

Given under *y hand and seal of office on thia 
tha 1st day of July, 1388. 



# 

l&JisiyXtf&xszL. 

* Dkyenpor t,L Ce rtif 
Reporter tfo*^1683 i 


J eh h i f e r J]Q, DAv3nport*L Certified 
fttofthanH Reporter *0*^1883 in 
anVr for the State of Texas 
Stanley, Harris, Rica, Cogburn, 
Stunkard, Hiller a Assooiataa 
3100 Kcxinnon Street, Suits 1000 
<214) 720-4587 
Dallas, Texas 7S201 
My certification expires 12-31-tt. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 


VICKI J 
RICHARD 

VERSUS 


AZMARAN AND 
N. AZMARAN 


* 

★ 

* 

* 

* 

★ 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, INC.; CHURCH * 
OF SPIRITUAL TECHNOLOGY, * 
INC.; SCIENTOLOGY * 

MISSIONS INTERNATIONAL, * 
INC.; RELIGIOUS TECHNOLOGY* 
CENTER, INC.; AUTHOR * 

SERVICES, INC.; CHURCH * 
OF SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL, INC.; 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
LOS ANGELES, INC.; 

HISSIOH OFFICE WORLDWIDE; 
AUTHOR FAMILY TRUST; THE 
ESTATE OF L. RON 
DAVID MISCAVIGE; 

! ORMAN STARKEY 


HUBBARD; 

AND 


* 

* 

+ 

it 

it 

it 

it 

it 

it 


NO. CV 88-1786-WDK 


ORAL DEPOSITION OF 
VICKI J. AZNARAN 


On the 7th day of July, 1988, at 
10:00 a.m., the oral deposition of the above-named 
witness was taken at the instance of the Defendants 
before Roger 17. Miller, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
in and for the State of Texas, at the offices of 
Cohan, Simpson, Cowlishaw, Aranza & Wulff, 000374 
in the City of Dallas, County of Dallas, State of 
Texas, pursuant to the agreement hereinbefore set forth 


157 








1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


! 


VICKI J. AZNARAN - 7-7-88 


1133 

VOLUME 7 


APPEARANCES 


Appearing for the Plaintiffs 

CUMMINS & WHITE 

1600 W i 1 s h i r e Boulevard 

Los Angeles, CA 90017-1695 

By: Mr. Barry Van Sickle 


Appearing for Author Services 

Mr. Michael Lee Hertzberg 
275 Madison Avenue 
New York, NY 10016 


Appearing for Church of 
Scientology International 

RABINOWITZ, BOUDIN, STANDARD, 
KRINSKY, LIEBERMAN 
740 Broadway at Astor Place 
New York, NY 10003-9518 

By: Mr. Eric Liebernan 


Also present: Mr. Aron Mason 

Mr. Warren McShane 
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A 

Q 

A 


I don't know. April, maybe. 
Uh-huh. 

Of this year. 


Q But when you actually left the church in 

April of 1987, you, in fact, were given a $20,000 
loan, weren't you? 

A Yes. 

Q And you or Richard were, either at that 

time or subsequently, given letters of 
recommendation to then help you find jobs, weren't 
you? 

A Richard was. I wasn't. 

Q These weren't bad consequences, were 


they? 


A 

Q 


No. 

They were good consequences, weren't 


t h ey ? 


A Yeah. You could say so. I would say so. 

Q Now, are there any other factors that go 

into brainwashing? 

A Not that I can think of right now. 

Q Were you ever tortured, physically 

tortured? 

A No. 

Q V7ere you ever physically beaten? 


000376 
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Q Did anyone coerce you into affiliating 

with the defendants? 

A Only as I have already described in our 

lengthy discussion on brainwashing. 

Q Okay. So to the extent you used the term 

involuntary- here, it refers to the brainwashing 
allegations, is that correct? 

A I think so, yeah. 

Q Paragraph 14, look at lines 22 through 

It says, "This plan," referring to fair game -- 
A Uh-huh. 

Q ““ "includes the destruction of a 

person's business, reputation, and/or framing of 
alse charges of criminal acts." Do you see that? 

A Uh-huh. 

Q Have any of the defendants ever framed 

you with false charges of criminal acts? 

A No. Not that I know of. 

Q With respect to your business, haven't 

the defendants provided you with a $20,000 loan to 
jet the business underway? 

A That's right, 

Q In terms of your business and reputation 

" >r of y° ur husband' s, didn't the defendants help 
f our husband get his.license by writing letters in 
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his behalf? 

A That's right. Well, their attorney did. 

Q All right. 

A I don't believe the defendants, 

themselves, wrote letters. 

Q All right. At the reguest of the 

d ef endants? 

A That's right. 

HR. VAN SICKLE: Perhaps you should 

be reminded or advised, if you don't know, that 
under the local rules in California, the Complaint, 
in any event, is completely superseded by the 
pretrial pleadings, so you are spending a lot of 
time on a document that will not even be an 
operative document at the time of trial. 

MR. LIEBERHAN: But at the moment, it 
is the only operative document I have to go on. 

MR. VAN SICKLE: That has nothing to 
do with this line of questioning. 

Q Paragraph 17 refers to Richard being 

assigned to the RPF in 1982. Isn't it true that 
Richard's assignment was changed from Flag to Los 
Angeles so that you would be able to see him? 

A Not that I recall. 

Q You don't recall a discussion with 
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STATE OF TEXAS ) 

COUNTY OF DALLAS ) 

I f Roger W. Miller, Certified Shorthand 
Reporter in and for the State of Texas, certify that 
the foregoing deposition of VICKI J. AZNARAN was 
reported stenographically by me at the time and place 
indicated, said witness having been placed under oath 
by me, and that the deposition is a true record of 
the testimony given by the witness. 

I further certify that I am neither counsel for 
nor - related to any party in this cause and am not 
financially interested in its outcome. 

Given under my hand and seal of office on this 
the 7th day of July, 1988. 



Roger W. Miller, Certified 
Shorthand Reporter No. 328 in 
and for the State of Texas 
Stanley, Harris, Rice, Cogburn, 
Stunkard, Miller l Associates, Inc 
3100 McKinnon Suite 1000 
Dallas, Texas 75201 




My commission expires December 31, 1988 
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DECLARATION OF LAWRENCE E. HELLER 


I, LAWRENCE E. HELLER, hereby declare and state: 

1. I am over 18 years of age and a resident of the State 
of California. I an an attorney, admitted to practice lav in 
the state of California. I have personal knowledge of the facts 
set forth herein and, if called as a witness, I could and would 
competently testify thereto. 

2. Between approximately 1984 and 1987, I met with Vicki 
Aznaran on a number of occasions in my capacity as counsel for 
various Churches of Scientology. 

3. In early April of 1987, attorney John Peterson and I 
were contacted by Hark Rathbun and asked if we could drive to 
Hemet, California to meet with Vicki.and Richard Aznaran. I was 
informed that the Aznarans were leaving Church staff and were 
further being provided a loan of $20,000.00 to assist in their 
transition to other endeavors. Mr. Rathbun wanted Hr. Peterson 
and I to be present in the event that the Aznarans had any 
questions regarding the releases and loan agreement they were 
signing. Hr. Peterson and I were chosen because the Aznarans 
knew us both personally and professionally. While the Aznarans 
were wrapping up their affairs, they stayed in a hotel in Hemet, 
California. Hr. Peterson and I drove to Hemet together in his 
car and ve met with both Richard and Vicki Aznaran at their 
hotel. 

4. On or about April 9, 1987, Mr. Peterson and I spent 
about about 1 1/2 hours with the Aznarans in their hotel room in 
Hemet. During that period of time the Aznarans were completely 
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at ease and the atmosphere vas extremely casual. Host of the 
discussion vas social, touching upon vhat the Aznarans were 
planning to do when they arrived in Dallas where they stated 
they intended to live. They were talking to us while they were 
packing their belongings prior to their departure. They 
initiated a.number of questions concerning a lawsuit then 
pending in the Los Angeles Superior Court entitled Stansfield. 
et al. v. Starkev, et al. (also known as the F.A.I.R. case 
and which vas later dismissed on demurrer), wherein Krs. 

Aznaran and a number of other Churches of Scientology, 
individuals and others were named as defendants. The Aznarans' 
major concern vas whether the Church would provide Hrs. Aznaran 
with a- defense free of charge were she ever to be served in that 
suit. Mr. Peterson and I provided them with telephone numbers 
to contact us, day or evening, if in fact Hrs. Aznaran vas 
served, and assured the Aznarans that we would arrange for the 
defense of that suit on Krs. Aznaran's behalf. Vicki and 
Richard Aznaran had no other questions regarding the release or 
loan documents that they signed after reading them. 

5. The other topic of discussion vas directed to Hr. 
Peterson, now deceased, respecting the writing of letters of 
reference for Richard Aznaran whom Kr. Peterson had worked with 
for a number of years. Hr. Peterson assured them that he would 
provide such reference letters because the Church wanted to help 
them as much as they could to establish themselves in non-Church 
life. 

6. We thereafter exchanged pleasant goodbyes and left. At 

Q<)0382 

• - 2 - • * 164 

9 1/1 











1 

2 

S 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 


) 


no tine during that one and one half hours or so did either of 
the Aznarans express any trepidation or hesitation in signing 
the loan documents or release. As stated, their only concern or 
topic of inquiry was providing Vicki Aznaran a defense if she 
vas sued. 

I declare under the penalties of perjury under the lavs of 
the United States of America that the foregoing is true and 
correct. 

Executed this 12th day of December, 19S8, at Los Angeles, 


California. 


1—Lawrence E. Keller 
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RICHARD N. AZNARAN 


7-14-88 


1 

VOLUME 1 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 


VICKI J. AZNARAN AND 
RICHARD N. AZNARAN 


VERSUS 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, INC.; CHURCH 
OF SPIRITUAL TECHNOLOGY, 
INC.; SCIENTOLOGY 
MISSIONS INTERNATIONAL, 
INC.; RELIGIOUS TECHNOLOGY 
CENTER, INC,; AUTHOR 
SERVICES, INC.; CHURCH 
OF SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL, INC.; 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
LOS ANG EL ES, INC.; 

MISSION OFFICE WORLDWIDE; 
AUTHOR FAMILY TRUST;. THE 
ESTATE OF L. RON HUBBARD; 
DAVID MISCAVXGE; AND 
NORMAN STARKEY 


NO. CV 8 8-1786 -WDK 


ORAL DEPOSITION OF 
RICHARD N. AZNARAN 
VOLUME 1 

On the 14th day of July, 1988, at 
10:00 a.m., the oral deposition of the above-named 
witness was taken at the instance of the Defendants 
before Roger W. Miller, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
in and for the State of Texas, at the offices of 
Stanley, Harris, Rice, 3100 McKinnon, Suit e^lOOO 
in the City of Dallas, County of Dallas^ State of 
Texas, pursuant to the agreement hereinafter set forth. 
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RICKARD N. A2NARAN - 7-14-88 VOLUME 1 


APPEARANCES 


Appearing for the Plaintiffs 

CUMMINS 6 WHITE 

1600 Wilshire Boulevard 

Los Angeles, CA 90017-1695 

By: Mr. Barry Van Sickle 


Appearing for Author Services 

Mr. Michael Lee Kertzberg 
275 Madison Avenue 
New York, NY 10016 


Appearing for Church of 
Scientology International 

RABINOWITZ, BOUDIN, STANDARD, 
KRINSKY, LIEBERMAN 
740 Broadway at Astor Place 
New York, NY 10003-9518 

By: Mr. Eric Lieberraan 


Also present: Mr. Matt Ward 

Mr. Warren McShane 
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RICHARD N. A2NARAN - 7-14-88 VOLUME 1 

Q When did you first contemplate bringing 

the lawsuit? 

A When did I first -- 

Q Yeah, that resulted in the action that We 

are here on t oday. 

A Well, again, we are talking about an 

evolutionary type of thing. After Vicki and I left 
the church, Vicki was able to tell me things that 
she hadn't been able to tell me before that I hadn’t 
been aware of before, and this caused me to become 

upset. And there would be tines when I would feel _ 

maybe "feel* is the wrong word -- when I would think 
about bringing a lawsuit. But then I would put it 
off in my mind. As an example, when I first left 
the Church of Scientology, I still believed in what 
Hubbard had said about I mean, auditing and, you 
know, Hubbard 1 s techno1ogy and so forth. And over 
the years in the Church of Scientology, on a sort of 
escalating level, I learned to put -- sacrifice my 
own feelings and beliefs, and what .have you, so that 
I could sort of maintain a status quo, I guess. And 
even afterwards, after I left, I would have these 
thoughts, but then I would think, "Well, it was more 
or less what you had to put up with." 

Q So there came a point where, after you 
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RICHARD N. AZNARAN - 7-14-88 VOLUME 1 

left, you decided what you had to put up with in the 
Church of Scientology wasn’t worth what other -- 
what benefits there night be, and it outweighed 
those benefits? 

% 

A There came a point where I realized I 

didn't have to put up with it anymore, yes, 
aba olut ely. 

Q And that’s when you began to contemplate 

bringing a lawsuit? 

A Yeah. I can't really -- I mean, maybe 

yours do, but ny thought processes don't work so -- 
like little formulas, you know. But, yeah, it was 
around that time. 

0 Can you pinpoint what month that might 

have been? 

A That I -- 

0 That you sort of made that -- 

A Decided I’m not going to take this 

anyaor e? 

0 That's right. 

A Okay. Oh, boy. You guys have been 

talking about this a lot more than I. have. Do you 
by any chance remember when Marty and Ray came out 
to our place? 

Q If we can go off the record a moment, we 
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are going to tell you exactly when that happened. 

A Sure. 

(Off the record discussion.) 

(Recess.) 

(Last question read.) 

MR. HERTZBERG: Let's go back on the 


record, 

A 

Q 


Ok ay . 

By "Marty and Ray," I take it that you 
meant Marty Rathbun and Ray Mithoff, correct? 

A Mithoff? 

Q Right. 

A Yes. 

0 I believe that it was in February of 1988 

that you were visited by Marty Rathbun and Ray 
M i t h ± „ 

A Okay. And so I believe the question was 

when did I decide I wasn't going to take it anymore? 
It would be around that tine. 

Q All right. And you connect that feeling 

with the visit of Marty Rathbun and Ray Mithoff? 

A Well, in my best estimates., to give you 

an actual time that, you know, finally the last 
point, I mean, I don't want you to get the idea that 
it all hinged on that visit, or anything. 
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0 No. 

A Okay. 

0 What is it about that visit that made you 

feelyou "didn't vant to take it anymore" and that 
you were going to bring a lawsuit? 

A No. I believe the question was I wasn't 

going to take it anymore. 

Q All right. 

A Okay. I suppose just their attitude. 

Q What was their attitude? 

A Well, it's the whole church attitude of 

if you are in the church, as a staff member, you 
know, you are to do what you are told, no matter 
what. I mean, it’s more or less -- I mean, I don't 
want -- if you want to come back to it fine, but it 
is more or ieus if you are told to jump, you don't 

come down until you get permission. Xnov what I 
mean,? And I just wasn't in a, quote, step and 
fetch-it sort of mode anymore, I guess. 

0 Well, can you elaborate?- What is it that 

Marty Rathbun and Ray Mithoff's visit to you -- what 
specifically resulted in your deciding you weren't 
going to "take it anymore"? 

A Well, the whole thing goes around -- 

actually starts before they arrived, okay, this 
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*hole little scenario, okay? I guess it would star 
rfith a phone call from Earle Cooley. 

Q And when was that phone call from Earle 

-o o 1 ey ? 

A Again, you guys are a lot more familiar 

' lth a11 this ‘ I,|a su *e you have it somewhere. 

Q Well, why don't you approximate it? 

A Well, I would say that it was within the 

lonth prior to that, to their visit. 

0 Within a month prior to the visit of 

la thbun and Mithoff? 

A Yeah. 

0 All right. And was this a call that you 

eceived from Earle Cooley? 

A Yes, it vs?, 

0 And who is .Earle Cooley? 

A Earl Cooley ij a church attorney. 

Q All right. And what was -- what happened 

uring this phone call? 

A I night add -- elaborate on that a little 

it, in that Earle Cooley is not just a church 
ttorney, but at least at the time that 1 left Earle 
ooley is like the big gun, okay? I mean, he is not 

ust a -- he is like -- you know, he is like top 
og. 
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RICHARD N. AZNARAN - 7-14-08 VOLUME 1 

Q Top attorney? 

A You got it. You know, like, yeah. 

® All right. Nov, the top attorney called 

you, and what happened during that telephone call? 

A Well, first of all, let me say that it is 

a little unusual that the church’s top attorney, you 
know, would not have -- I mean, would be put on my 
case. You know what I'm saying? I mean, I'm out 
here in Dallas minding my own business, and suddenly 
the church's top attorney calls. That, in itself, 
is a bit threatening. Now, the gist of the 
conversation was even more so, in that Mr. Cooley -- 
he had wanted to call -- he wanted to talk to Vicki. 
Vicki was there, but I told Cooley he wasn't -- she 
wasn't. And Cooley made it a!ear that if -- that 
Vicki better - - there w e j :i several - - okay. We even 
got to back up .more. I'm sorry . Okay? But you 
have got to bring this whole thing with Yanny and 
hie $150,000 nonrefundab1e retainer, okay? That — 
that 1 s what he called about. 

Q All right. 

A So he — I mean, it’s hard for me -- 

every time I get into that, wc have got to bring in 

a little more here. 

Q You better bring it all in. 
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A Okay. 

Q So start at the beginning on the sequence 

©£ events which culminated in you* deciding you 
weren't going to take it anymore. 

A Well# let's narrow it down even a little 

more. Let's just narrow it down with the Earle 
Cooley/Marty Rathbun/Ray Kithoff, that whole little 
package# and then we can spread out from there if 
the need should arise# because I — — okay? 

® ^ ^ this point# you are confusing me# but - • 

A Well# it’s -- i can certainly see why. 

Q Why don't you tell me# in an orderly 

fashion 

A Okay. 

Q — what sequence of event,# evolved that 

you are referring to very generally eight now that 
culninat-ed in your conclusion that you weren't going 
to "take it anymore." 

A Okay. Right. That is definitely the 

quote. 


It would actually begin with the fact Joe 
^anny had called# okay? And I -- again# I'm real 
rough -- bad on dates and times and all that kind of 

thing, but I believe that was in January. i could 
be wrong. 
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RI CHARD N. A2 NARAN - 7-14-88 VOLUME 1 

Q About your contenplating bringing a 

lawsuit against the church. 

A I already told you about telling him he 

ought to sue. 

. 0 You told us that already. I want your 

recollection of what else you told Joe Yanny about 
your wanting to bring a lawsuit against the church. 

A I think I discussed with him the fact 

that I wanted to do it out there •- "out there* ' 
meaning Los Angeles. I asked him -- I asked him 
questions about -- just general questions about the 
legal system, you know. I mean. -- just things that 
I didn't know. like. "Is that something would I sue 
them in state court, or would I sue them in federal 
court? I mean, how does that work, since we are in 
two different states." and, you know, that kind of 
stuff. . 

Q Did he answer that question? 

A Yeah. 

Q What did he tell you? 

A I don't remember. 

Q Did you tell him why you wanted to sue in 

Los Angeles? 

A Did I tell him vhy I wanted to sue in Los 

Angeles? Well, that >ras one of the things — let's 
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A 
0 

A 

c 

A 
0 
A 
Q 
A 

Q 
A 

White. 

Q 
A 


Joe Yanny. 


Q 


A 


Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 


:inie. 


During that first initial r.e e t i n g , yes, 
And did you arrange a further meeting? 
That night? No. 

At any time. 

Yes. 

And that was several days later? 

That we had i't? 

Yes. 

Yes. 

And where did that meeting take place? 

At the Newport Beach office of Cummins i 

And who was present at that meeting? 
Vicki, I, Barry, Joe, Barry Van Eickle, 

Karen McRae? 

I don't think so. I think she had gone 

And what time did that meeting start? 
Morning. 

And what time did that nesting end? 

Af t ernoon. 

All right, 

I don't know. It lasted -- lasted a long 
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0 Approximately when in the afternoon? 

A Oh# nan, this is rough# okay? 

Q Okay. 

A But I would say it probably started 

around IOjOO and probably went until 4:00 or 5:00 or 
something. 

Q Did you leave with Joe Yanny? 

A Yeah. 

Q He was at the meeting? 

A I'a sorry? 

Q Joe Yanny was present at this meeting? 

A Through a great deal of it# yeah. It was 

one of another one of those things Joe was doing his 
own thing and doing a bunch of paperwork way down at 
the end of the conference table. 

0 Do you know what he was working on? 

A I don't know for sure. I think he 

brought some kind of billings that he was# like, 
pulling his hair about at the time. He had to get 
done. 

Q When you left the meeting# did anyone 

from Cummins 4 White leave the meeting with you? 

A As, like# leave the building? 

Q Yes. 

A And walk outside? 
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RICHARD N. AZNARAN - 7-14-88 VOLUME 1 

Complaint as your wife did and mark with an m X 9 
thos e things — - 

A Okay. Are we taking a break while I do 

this? 

Q Yes. 

(Recess.) 

MR. HERTZBERG: Back on the record. 

Q Hr. Aznaran, have you concluded marking 

Exhibit No. 132 for inaccuracy that you perceived in 
the Complaint, that was filed in this case? 

A Yes, sir, I am. 

0 Subsequent to the filing of the Complaint 

in thiB action, did you have further telephone 
conversations with Joseph Yanny? 

A This is really stupid. That means 

afterwards, right? 

Q Yes. 

A Okay. Went blank there for a second. 

Okay. Yea. 

Q And we are talking now about April and 

May of 1988 and into June? 

A June. 

Q And into July? 

A July. 

Q Okay. Approximately how many telephone 

i 
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RICHARD N. AZNARAN - 7-14-88 VOLUME 1 

calls have you had vith Joseph Yanny after your 
Complaint was filed in this case? 

A God, I don't know. I probably talked to 

him at least once a week, sometimes maybe two or 
three. I mean,sometimes there will be a deal like 
I will call him and he can't talk, and he call back, 
and 2 can't talk and it might look like we had 
fourteen conversations but really we were just 
trying to have one, or something. 

0 And other times you did have 

conversations and some of them were pretty lengthy, 
weren't they? 

A Yeah. 

Q And what have you discussed in these 

telephone conversations? 

MR, VAN SICKLE: May I suggest that 
it would expedite matters to limit this inquiry into 
matters pertaining to the lawsuit as opposed to all 
of the social chat that may have occurred -- 

HR. HERTZBERG: I don't want the 
social chat, but I want him to break down the 
subjects that were covered, and then we will go into 
the relevant points. 

MR. VAN SICKLE: Okay. 

A Hell, a whole lot of it has to do with 
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hat -- a lot of it was just kind of just verifying, 
guess, things they already knew. A lot of it was 
ust asking us questions about our experiences. 

Q Did you give them a copy of the 

Complaint, or did they .have a copy when they cane to 
hemeeting? 


A 

Q 

e eting ? 
A 

Q 

A 

Q 


I don't know, I don't remember. 

There was a copy of the Complaint at the 

I don't remember that, either. 

You are not sur e? 

No. 

There may have been, or there may not 


lave 


been? 


A 

Q 


A 


Yeah. 

In any event, you discussed your 
ences in the church -- 

Yea. 


Q -- with Welkos and Sappell? 

A Yes. 


Q And Vicki discussed her experiences in 

church with Welkos and Sappell? 


A Right. 

Q And they took notes? 

A Yeah. 
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Q Handwritten notes? 

A Yeah. 

Q And they tape recorded the meetings? 

A Yeah. 

Q Do you have the copy of the tape? 

A Oftheirt ape? 

Q Yes. 

A No. 

Q Have you ever asked them for one? 

A No, 

Q Did you tape record the meeting? 

A Yeah. 

Q And do you have a copy of the tape? 

A Actually, I do, somewhere, yeah. 

Q All right. 

HR. HERTZBERG: We are going to ask 
that the -tape be produced. 

MR, VAN SICKLE: Well, you can ask, 

I will think it over. I don’t see how it is really 
relevant, happened way after the fact, 

MR. LIEBERMANr It is an account of 
their experience in Scientology. It is -- can lead 
to -- it is calculated to lead to admissible 
ev id enc e. 

MR. VAN SICKLE: I don't -- I 
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would have discussed with him. 

0 Have you had any discussions with Weikos 

and Sappell subsequent to the meeting that you had 
with him face-to-face? 

A No. I don't think. I don't think so. 

Q You don't think so? 

A Huh-uh. 

Q You don't remember for sure? 

A I don't recall any conversation with them 

sinc e th en. 

0 You don't recall Vicki having any 

conversations with them? 

A No. 

Q When was the last time you spoke with Joe 

Yanny? 

' '■ 'Jh# boy. What is today? Thursday? 

Monday, maybe. Sunday. Somewhere around there. 

Q What did you discuss with him on Sunday 

or Monday? 

A 1 think we were joking about this 

conspiracy thing again. 

Q You joke with Joe Yanny a lot. 

A Qa is a funny guy. 

Q Do you remember what else you discussed 

with him this last time? 
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A No. I mean, at that point in time, I 

think that's all we did discussed. I was trying to 
cheer h in up. 

Q He needed to be cheered up? 

A Yeah, He sounded a little .down. 

Q Did you talk to him about your wife's 

deposition in the case? 

A Other than the fact that it had occurred, 

you mean? 

Q Any aspect of it. 

A Well, yeah. I mean, I told him that she 

was getting deposed. 

Q What did he say? 

A Well, 2 remember one time telling him 

that I thought -- Vicki was telling me you guys were - 
the first do.y or something like that was all just 
about Joe, and 2 told Joe that, that they were still 
trying to get into this conspiracy thing. 

Q Anything else? 

A Not that readily comes to mind. I mean, 

you know, just - - nothing deep and significant. I 
mean, you know, it was not I mean, you know, it's 
not like -— who f s to say. 

Q Well, you have kept Joe apprised of the 

progress of your case, have you not? 
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A If you mean as to what is going on, that 

I am getting deposed, he is getting deposed, they 
are getting deposed, ve are all getting -- 

0 Yes. 

A Sure. 

Q And you have asked him for advice about 

various matters, haven't-you? 

A Not at all. 

Q Not at all? 

A Not'at all. 

0 And he hasn’t volunteered any to you? 

A I have a source of advice on my case. 

I'm pointing at ray attorney here. Joe has not -- I 
mean, -- no, sir, not really. 

Q Not at all? 

A Again,- now you are getting back to us 

joking back and forth about stuff, but I don't know 
if you really want to get into that. But — 

Q You joked around with Joe Yanny about 

your case? 

A Actually, I think it is probably more 

about his case. 

Q About his case. But some about your 

case? 

A No. I think it was mostly just about 
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this conspiracy concept. 

0 Joe Yanny -- did you know that Joe yanny 

was deposed last week? 

A Last week? 

Q Yes. Last week, 

A Yeah, I think I did. 

Q His deposition was taken in California. 

A Okay. 

Q You knew that, right? 

A I .think so. 

Q He spoke to Vicki about it, didn't he, 

before the deposition? 

A i don't know if he did or not. If he 

spoke to Vicki before his deposition? 

Q Yes. 

A I don't think to. I thought he just 

spoke to roe, but he night have. 

Q Did you read any portions of her 

deposition transcript to hiro? 

A Oh, absolutely not. 

Q Did Vicki? 

A No. Ke didn't even have a copy. 

Q Joe Yanny said testified under oath at 

his deposition laBt week that what he talked to you 
about recently was ‘mostly pussy and watermelon." Do 
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STATE OP TEXAS ) 

COUNTY OP DALLAS > 

1/ Roger W. Miller, Certified Shorthand 
Reporter in and for the State of Texas, certify that 
the foregoing deposition of RICHARD N. AZNARAN vas 
reported atenographically by me at the time and plac 
indicated, said witness having been placed under oatJ 
by me, and that the deposition is a true record of 
the testimony given by the witness. 

I further certify that I am neither counsel for 
nor related to any party in. this cause and am not 
financially interested in its outcome. 

Given under my hand and seal of office on this 
the 14th day of July, 1988. 


_ '/ 

Roger ~W. Miller/Certified 
Shorthand Reporter No. 328 in ' 
and for the State of Texas * .* 

Stanley, Harris, Rice, Cogburn,' 
Stunkard, Miller & Associates, Inc 
3100 McKinnon Suite 1000 
Dallas, Texas 75201 


My commission expires December 31, 1988. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 


* 

it 

* 

it 

it 

It 

it 

it 

it 

it 


VICKI J. AZNARAN AND 
RICHARD »J. AZNARAN 

VERSUS 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, INC.; CHURCH 
OF SPIRITUAL TECHNOLOGY, 
INC.; SCIENTOLOGY 
MISSIONS INTERNATIONAL, 

L~ P '“LIG IOUS TECHNOLOGY* 
* * 

it 
it 
it 
it 
* 
fc 
it 
it 
it 


NO. CV 83-1786-WDK 


CENTER, INC.; AUTHOR 
SERVICES, INC.;- CHURCH 
OF SCIENTOLOGY 
it«i tRNAT IONAL, INC* ; 
CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
LOS ANGELES, INC.; 

MISSION OFFICE WORLDWIDE; 
AUTHOR FAMILY TRUST; THE 
ESTATE OF L. RON HUSoARD; 
-AVID MISCAVICE; AND 
NORMAN STARKEY 


ORAL DEPOSITION OF 
RICHARD H. AZNARAN 
VOLUME 2 

On the 5th day of July, 1983, at 
10;00 a. n, , the oral deposition of the above-named 
witness was taken at the instance of the Defendants 
before Roger W. Miller, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
in and for the State of Texas, at the offices of 
Cohan, Simpson, Covlishaw, Aranza t Wulff, 
in the City of Dallas, County of Dallas, State of 

Texas, pursuant, to the agreement hereinbefore set forth 
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APPEARANCES 


Appearing for the Plaintiffs 

CUMMINS & WHITE 

1600 Wilohire Boulevard 

Los Angeles, CA 90017-1695 

By: Hr. Barry Van Sickle 


Appearing for Author Services 

Mr. Michael Lee Hertcbery 
275 Madison Avenue 
Mew York, NY 10016 


Appearing for Church of 
Scientology International 

RABIMOWITZ, BOUDIN, STANDARD, 
K Px IN SK V , LIED ERMA:» 

740 Broauuav at A star Place- 
New York, NY 10003-9316 

By: Mr. Eric Liebernan 


Also present: Mr. Matt VJard 

Mr. Warren Me Shane 
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A On the high side, once a week, on the low 

side, no. 

Q After she went into the RPF, did you -- 

by the way, when we are talking about her going into 
the RTF, what tine period are we - talking about? 

A 1 believe that was February of '07. 

Q And that was until when? 

A Until she and I departed. 

Q Did you get any telephone calls froa 

Vicki when she was in the ?.'??? 

A No. 

Q »7hat was your reaction when you found cut 

that she will was in the RPF? 

A I was extrcnely u p s e t. 

Q i/hen was the first letter that you got 

which indicated that she was in the RPF? 

* That's not how I found out she was in the 

RPF. 

Q She wrote to you, but she didn't tell you 

she was in the RPF? 

A No, somebody else told me when she went 

to the RPF. 

0 When was that? 

A That would have been the day after she 

•rent to the RPF, . 
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Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 


That was soaetice in March? 

February. 

I'n sorry, in February? 

Yeah. 

Of 1987? 

Yes* I'n just -- the reason I'n -- i 
think that in actual fact, the Jay before that I had 
kicked up a bit of a fuss, and so Vicki vas allowed 
to make a very short phone call to nc to tell r,e 
that she was going to the P.PF, not to worry, that -- 
and'then the next day -- that was all. Then the 
next day is when I got the briefing. 

Q -And you were told that she had gone to 
:he RPF? 

A Yes. 

0 Did you say anything to anybody about the 

that she was in the RTF? 

A At any tine or -- 

0 In -- 

A I oean,, yeah, I said a lot of things. 

0 One nonent, please. Did you answer 

icki s letters to you when she was in the RPF? 

A I did nore than answer. I wrote on a 

cgular basis. 

Q Hoy.often did you write to her? 
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STATE OF TEXAS ) 

COUNTY OF DALLAS ) 

I, Roger W. Miller/ Certified Shorthand 
Reporter in and for the State of Texas, certify that 
the foregoing deposition of RICHARD H. AZNARAN was 
reported stenographically by ne at the tine and place 
indicated, said witness having been placed under oath 
by ne, and that the deposition is a true record of 
the testinony given by the witness. 

I further certify that I an neither counsel for 
nor related to any party in this cause and an not 
financially interested in its outcome. 

Given under y hand and seal of office on this . 
the 15th day of July, 1930. 


Roger W. Hiller, Certified 
Shorthand Reporter No. 328 in 
and for the State of Texas 
Stanley, Harris, Rice, Cogburn, 
Stunkard, HilleT i Associates, Inc 
3100 HcKinnon Suite 1000 
Dallas, Texas 75201 


My commission expires December 31, 1988. 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 


VICKI J. A2NARAN AND 
RICKARD N. A2NARAN 


VERSUS 


■NO. CV 88-1786-WDK 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF * 
CALIFORNIA, INC.; CHURCH * 
OF SPIRITUAL TECHNOLOGY, * 
INC.; SCIENTOLOGY MISSIONS* 
INTERNATIONAL, INC.; * 

RELIGIOUS TECHNOLOGY * 

CENTER, INC.; AUTHOR * 

SERVICES, INC.; CHURCH OF * 
SCIENTOLOGY INTERNATIONAL,* 
INC.; CHURCH OF * 

SCIENTOLOGY OF LOS 
ANGELES, INC.; MISSION * 
OFFICE WORLDWIDE; AUTHOR * 
FAMILY TRUST; THE ESTATE * 
OF L. RON HUBBARD; DAVID * 
MISCAVIGE; AND NORMAN * 

STARKEY ' * 


ORAL DEPOSITION OF 
RICKARD N. AZNARAN 
VOLUME 2 

On the 24th flay of January 1989, at 
10:00 a.a. the oral deposition of the above-named 
witness was taken at the instance of the 
defendants before Roger W. Miller, Certified 
Shorthand Reporter in and for the State of Texas, at 
the offices of Stanley, Harris, Rice, 3100 McKinnon, 
Suite 10C0, in the City of Dallas, County of Dallas, 
State of Texas, pursuant to the agreetr.r-.r..t hereinafter 
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appearances 


Appearing for the Defendants 

COOLEY, MANION, MOORE & JONES 
530 Atlantic Avenue 
Boston, Massachusetts 02210 
By: Mr. Earle C. Cooley 

Also Present: Mr. Matt Ward 
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if they *11 did it or some of thes refused o-r what. 

Q. In paragraph 5 of your declaration you say, 

"Guardian's Office personnel had told me repeatedly the 
they -- meaning the releases — "did not hold water and 
merely a deterrent." 

Who in the Guardian's office told you that? 

A. Yard guns office personnel down in Austin, 

Texas. 

Q. Give me names, please, if you can. If you 


can't, just say so. 

A. There was a guy named James, and I don't 

remember his last name. He ended up going to the 
Guardian's Office in Washington, D.C., and I think he 
is -- runs a software company now ar.d another guy named 
Danny, and I don’t recall his last name. Danr.y is the 
one that I worked with on most occasions. He later 
routed out of the Guardian's Office. 

Q. Is it -- can you tell me the year you were 


told this? 

A. The first time I would have heard this -- oh, 

also, I heard that from a Class VIII, by the name of 
Dean Stokes. He was the Executive Director of the local 
franchise. 

Q. Dallas? 


A. Yes. 
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q. Okay. 

A. And the first tine would have probably besn 


' 74 . 


Q. 
A . 

Q. 


That would be from Stokes? 

And Austin. 

Now, you say this was later confirned by cult 


attorney John Peterson? 

A. Yeah. 

Q. Did Peterson tell that to you? 

A. I don't recall if Peterson told tie directly or 

if Vicki had told tie at the tine. As a member of OSA 
lr.t., International , I was aware of it anyway at that 
point. 

q, i an interested in what Petersen sard and to 


whon and vlvan. 

A. Okay. I ju6t answered that to the best of my 


knowledge. 


Q. Now , you say in paragraph 6 of your 

declaration, *It was stressed at the time of the signing! 
of the releases that if we spoke to government agents 
about any confidential information we had concerning 
the cult, that ve would be in violation of our 
agreements and that we would be sued." 


A 


Who told you that? 

That would have probably be Marty. 
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STATE Or TEXAS ) 

> COUNTY OF DALLAS ) 

This is to certify that I, Reger W. Miller, 
Certified Shorthand Reporter in and for the State of 
Texas, reported in shorthand the proceedings conducted 
at the time and place set forth in the caption hereof 
and that the above and foregoing pages contain a full, 
true, and correct transcript of said proceedings. 

I further certify that I am neither counsel for 
nor related to any party in this cause and an not 
financially interested in its outcome. 

Given under my hand and seal of office on this 
the 24th day of January/ 1989. ; 


Ro :ied 

Shorthand Reporter No. 328 
in and for the State of Texas 
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DECLARATION OF VICKI J. AZNARAN 

I, Vicki J. Aznaran, make the following declarations o: 
personal knowledge except where the context indicates knowledge 
based upon information and belief. 

1. My husband Richard Aznaran and I are plaintiffs in th< 
instant action wherein defendants (hereinafter referred to col¬ 
lectively as "Scientology") have moved to strike our entire 
complaint and to prevent our attorneys from representing us. 

2. As set forth in more detail below, my husband and I were 
involved with Scientology for approximately 15 years. For much o i 
that time we were 'members of an organization known as the Sez 
Organization. This organization is an elite organization withir 
Scientology. The Sea Organization has considerable influence anc 
control over Scientology organizations. Generally, Sea Organiza¬ 
tion members hold the management posts within Scientology. 

3. In 1578, after approximately four years as staff 
members, my husband and I joined the Sea Organization. From 197E 
v.o early 1987, my husband and I worked most of our waking hours, 
with very few days off, at our various assignments withir. 
Scientology. I eventually became President of Religious 
Technology Center and, supposedly, the top "ecclesiastical" 
authority within Scientology. Richard was a high-level security 
officer. During this period my husband and I became intimately 
familiar with the structure and activities of various Scientology 
organizations. Among other things, I was briefed on and sometimes 
a participant in meetings involving litigation tactics and various 

- 000417 
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means used to attack and fight "enemies" of Scientology, 
numerous instances I was in the chain of command or approval f 
such activities. The legal strategy of Scientology and t: 
existence of numerous potential legal problems, seme of which a: 
set forth below, were known to me when I was a staff member : 
Scientology. Contrary to what I understand to be claimed 1 
defendants herein, Mr. Yanny did not reveal to me the leg; 
strategies or secrets of Scientology. Nor did Mr. Yanny invent c 
open my eyes to the wrongs that I had suffered at the hands c 
Scientology. 

4. I have become an "enemy" of Scientology. This ha 
certain consequences that will influence what Scientology will c 
in this litigation. For example, it is important to understar. 


that their value 

system allows di 

shone sty if 

done in 

the name o 

Scientology. 





5. Enemies 

of Scientology 

are deemed 

to be 

" suppressivt 

persons" ("S?s"). 

One becomes a 

"suppressive 

person" 

by doing i 

suppressive act. 

such as suing 

Scientology 

as a 

litigant o: 


.avyer. In the jargon of Scientology, when one is "declared" this 
means that one has been declared a "suppressive person" and, 
therofore, may be harassed, hurt, damaged or destroyed without 
regard to truth, honesty or legal rights. It is considered 
acceptable within Scientology to lie, cheat, steal and commit 
illegal acts in the name of dealing with a "suppressive person". 

6. This practice or policy is sometimes referred to as the 
policy of "fair game". In the jargon of Scientology, a person who 
is "declared" is understood to be a suppressive person. This 
means that the person-is "fair game". The fair game policy was 
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issued in the 1960s. It was never cancelled. A document wa. 

issued for public relations reasons that purportedly cancelle: 
"fair game"; however, that document stated- that it did not chang( 
the manner of handling persons declared "SP." In reality, th« 

purported cancellation of fair game is at most a matter o. 

semantics. Enemies of Scientology are treated as "fair game.' 

7. It is my understanding, and I have so testified in mi- 
deposition, that when my husband and I escaped from Scientology we 
were not immediately declared suppressive persons or subjected tc 
the fair game policy. Among other things, we were compelled to dc 


certain things and 

sign 

various documents to 

escape and 

avoid 

being subjected to 

fair 

game treatment. As 

we have now 

sued 

Scientology, we are 

"fair 

game". 




8. From 1884 through early 1987, I was President of 
Religious Technology Center (hereinafter "RTC"). A.s President of 
RTC and a Sea Organization member, I attended many meetings 
concerning the numerous legal actions involving Scientology 
organizations. During this time period, I had personal access to 
all legal documents having to do with RTC. I received a report 
every day on my computer that included a synopsis of each ongoing 
legal case involving Scientology. I received, or so I was told, 
copies -of every major motion filed in cases involving Scientology. 
I was on the "approval lines" for legal documents dealing with 
RTC. During this time period, I had the option of attending legal 
meetings although some were mandatory. I attended many litigation 
meetings and became generally aware of Scientology's dirty tricks 
and legal maneuvers. On specifics, I frequently deferred to 
in-house and outside counsel, however, at least in theory, I was 
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the head of RTC and had access to any business or litigatic 
"secrets" of Scientology. 

9. As President of RTC, I was one of those responsible fc 
retaining the services of Joseph Yanny as counsel for Scientoloc 
organizations. I supervised and worked with Mr. Yanny who serve 
as coordinating attorney for RTC in 1985. I am not aware of ar. 
legal or corporate information concerning RTC that was availabl 
to Mr. Yar.ny but not available to me. 

10. I am informed and believe that various Scientolog 
organizations are contending that Mr. Yanny has somehow ir.prcperl 
educated me on the legal maneuvers, tactics and affairs o 
Scientology. Although such claims are consistent with litigatio: 
tactics of Scientology, which are not constrained by considera¬ 
tions such as truth and reality, the preposition that I neec 
Mr. Yanny to educate me on the internal affairs of Scientology i: 
simply wrong. I was one of the highest ranking members o: 
Scientology and was involved in upper management. Mr. Yanny was i 
lawyer hired by management, of which I was a part, to work for it. 
Further, it was :.he practice during the time period in question tc 
screen the information given to outside counsel such as Mr Yanny. 

11. It is the stated policy and practice of Scientology tc 
use the legal system to abuse and harass its enemies. This crude, 
fundamental directive of Scientology is no secret. In any event, 
this information did not come to me from Mr. Yanny. The policy is 
to do anything and everything possible to harass the opposing 
litigant without regard to whether any particular motion or 
maneuver is appropriate or warranted by the facts or applicable 

r 

law. That policy was followed in every legal case I was involved 
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with or learned about while a member of the Sea Organization. Th 
management of Scientology consistently expressed and demonstrate 
a complete disdain for the court system viewing it as nothing =or 
than a method to harass enemies. Some examples of this are se 
forth below. 

12. During litigation between Gerald Armstrong an: 
Scientology, which wa.s before Judge Breckenridge of Superior Ccur* 
for Los Angeles County, the court ordered the production o: 
Armstrong's pre-clear ("FC") folders. These are files maintainec 
by Scientology on these who submit to interrogation sessions in £ 
process called auditing. During the course of that litigation I 
was ordered to go through Armstrong's folders and destroy or 
conceal anything that might be damaging to Scientology or helpful 
to Armstrong's case. As ordered, I went through the files anc 
destroyed contents that might support A.rmstrong's claims against 
Scientology. This practice is known within Scientology as 
"culling PC folders" and is a common litigation tactic employed by 
Scientology. 

13. During ether litigation in Los Angeles known to me as 
the Wollersheim case, I was told that the judge had ordered the 
production of Wollersheim’s folders. As ordered, I "culled these 
files. In other words, I removed contents that might have been 
damaging to Scientology or support Wollersheim s claims against 
Scientology. For example, I removed evidence of events involving 
his family, the anguish this caused him, evidence of disconnection 

from family and evidence of fair game. 

14. I was involved in numerous meetings concerning what is 
I known to me as the Christofferson case in Portland, Oregon. This 
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case was tried twice. In the first case, a Scientology witness b. 
the name of Martin Samuels was coached and drilled for hours o: 
how to lie convincingly or avoid telling the truth. Before o: 
during the second trial he admitted to this course of conduct. Ii 
this litigation, a Scientologist by the name of Joan Shrive: 
produced responsive documents that may have been incriminating 
This was a serious breach of policy for which she was punished. 
These documents were ordered produced on such short notice that 
apparently files were net thoroughly "culled". In another case, 
Mr. Yanny was severely criticized and almost fired for failing to 
properly coach and feed the desired answers to Keber Jentzsch. 
Mr. Jer.tzsch was, for public relations reasons, the purported head 
of the Church of Scientology International. During his deposi¬ 
tion, Mr. Jentzsch was unable to answer funcamental cuesticns 
concerning the management of Church of Scientology International. 
This may be what certain defendants are referring to when they say 
that they were dissatisfied with Mr. Yanny's services and I 
protected him. There were those, including McShane, who were 
outraged by the embarrassing testimony of Mr. Jentzsch. This was 
blamed on Mr. Yanny.- I did not wish to discontinue using 
Mr. Yanny at RTC for this perceived problem. 

15. In November, 1965, I was present at a meeting whereat 
Earle Cooley, a Scientologist lawyer, Lyman Spurlock and Norman 
Starkey, all high ranking Scientologists, announced that they were 
going to contact Judge Mariana Pfaelzer. Earlier that day Judge 
Pfaelzer had denied a Scientology motion for a temporary 
restraining order. After losing on the application there was a 

r 

meeting to determine what to do about the situation. At the 
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meeting Mr. Cooley had a file that purportedly contained bac 
ground and personal information on Judge Pfaelzer. During t 
meeting Mr. Cooley and the others announced that they were goi 
to attempt to meet with Judge Pfaelzer that evening, at her hou 
if necessary, concerning the litigation in which the tempora 
restraining order had been sought. Thereafter, Mr. Cooley and f 
others left with their file on Judge Pfaelzer. They return' 
several hours later at which time I was- told that their attemp- 
to contact Judge Pfaelzer had been unsuccessful. 

16. In late 1579 and early I960, there was a massive docv 
ment destruction program undertaken to destroy any evider.c 
showing that L. Ron Hubbard ("LRH") controlled Scientology, 
participated in this activity in Clearwater, Florida and e 
informed that there was also intensive document destruction e 
facilities in Gilman Hot Springs, California. From at least the 
point onward there was a continuous effort to hide or destroy ar. 
evidence of Hubbard's control. For example, during an IRS ir. 
vestigation in 1984 and 1585, while in b<-d with pneumonia, I wa 
ordered out of bed by Norman Starkey who told me that they ha 
received a tip from a Los Angeles Police officer advising them c 
a pending IRS raid in Los Angeles. Mr. Starkey ordered me to g 
to a computer facility and insure that all information on th 
computers in Los Angeles that might show Hubbard’s involvement an 
control of Scientology's money was destroyed except for one cop 
of each document. These copies were to be saved on computer disc 
which were to be hidden -in secure .storage places. At the time 
was also instructed to destroy anything that would show th 
control of Mr. Starkey or Mr. Miscavige over Scientology. 
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, , ; pve that a an irsprcp 

17 . I have been informed and fce-ie 

affidavit vas filed in a case brought by L. Eon Hubb.*.^ 

vjpre as follows. X- 

_ i a The circumstances we- 

Riverside,, Califorr.i . , P 

of L. Ron Hubbard- T- 

document purported to be an a . 

f V" b bard vas purportedly notarized by David Miac-v-g. 
signature of Hubbard vas pu ^ 

* e-v,-! = affidavit caused the case to 1 

It us my understanding tha^ this - 

T told by Fat Broeker, who had bee 

dismissed. Subsequently, I vas told by ^ 

. a - d by Miscavige, that Misca.-c 

living with Hubbard at the time, and by 

had BOt seen Hubbard between 1980 and Hubbard s dea.h 
A==o-dingly, the affidavit was apparently signed, notarize- a.. 

dated during a time period when Hubbard was in “ 

v Q rui—'O^tedly notarized the s -5 nflk ‘ e ° 
seen by the person who purpose y 

Hubbard. . 

— Cr ; ccv orea m 

t icci while working m a .y 

18. In or about 

.. t office I had access a.* 

. a c the Guarcian s 

zation known as me ^ua . . 

_j oral communications pertaining t. 
observed various written and 

jn by the Guardian s O-.ice 
illegitimate activities parac-pawe- - 

• office attempted to infiltrate both goverrmer-ta. 

The Guardian’s Office a.ue.,.p.« 

the Depa.r“urnenr o.*. Ju— ^-.ce 

and private agencies including ' . 

. ^ ^j *^he National Institute o- 

the American Medical - Association a..d -he 

Mental Health. The purpose of this was to steal documen 

suant to Hubbard's "Snow White" program. The goal of this prcgraz 

nerati ve reports about Hubbard anc 

was to eliminate any negative r P 

. n these various agencies. 

Scientology that may have been held by these 

19 While involved in Scientology I became aware of various 

operations directed against an author who had written a negative 

b oc* about Scientology. The author. Paulette Cooper, was s" - 

— ~ various .forms of harassment. One fetation include, a.. 
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ttempt to frame her. A false bomb threat was written. b 
Scientology agent lifted a fingerprint from Cooper's apartment. 
These fingerprints were then transferred to the bomb threat 
letter. Ms. Cooper was subjected to an investigation and was not 
cleared until an FEI raid resulted in the seizure of Scientology 
documents that exposed the operation as a frame-up. There was at 
least one other operation directed against Ms. Cooper. The 
substance of it was to plant a boyfriend to reinforce and play 
upon her suicidal tendencies in the hopes that she would commit 
suicide. 

20. In 1976 and 1977, the then Mayor of Clearwater, Florida, 
03^0 Cazares was involved with litigation sgainst Scientology— 
Arrangements were made to have an attorney by the name of Merril 
Vanniere, a Scientologist, represent Mr. Cazares and sabotage his 
case. This plot was also exposed by documents obtained in an FBI 
raid of a Scientology facility. Also, in response to Mr. Cazares 
litigation against Scientology, an attempt was made to implicate 
Mr. Cazares in a staged hit-and-run accident. 

21. During the time period of my involvement with 
Scientology, I also learned of various attempts to influence 
judges or force their removal from cases. For example, a private 
investigator named Dick East obtained a statement from a prosti¬ 
tute concerning involvement with a certain judge in Washington, 
D.C. who was sitting on a Scientology case. This was then pub¬ 
licized. The judge did not continue on the case. The same 
investigator, Dick Bast was also hired for the purpose of at¬ 
tempting to force the removal of a judge in Tampa, Florida. This 
involved what I know as the Burden case, which was civil 
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litigation brought by Michael Flynn. Dick East secured a yacht 
and attempted to get the judge on beard for the purpose of filming 
him under compromising circumstances. The judge declined to gc 
yachting and the operation was unsuccessful. Approximately 
$250,000.00 was spent on the operation. 

22. I have been informed by Mark (Marty) Rathbun, a high 
ranking Scientologist, that his private investigator. Gene Ingram, 
"fed" a confession to Ala Tamimi when visiting him in an Italian 
prison. This false confession was, in substance, that Tamimi had 
been involved in a bad check scam involving an account of L. Ron 
Hubbard. This false confession implicated attorney Michael Flynn, 
in the check scam. Michael. Flynn was at the time considered a 
major enemy of Scientology because he represented numerous clients 
with claims against Scientology. This purported confession was 
used to slander and attack Michael Flynn. Michael Flynn has also 
been sued by Scientology as part of its "strategy" for handling 
enemies. 

23. During an IRS criminal investigation in the 1984 to 1985 
time period, the IRS ordered production of various communications 
between Hubbard and Author Services, Inc. (ASI). The ASI staff 
worked literally day and night for several days reviewing docu¬ 
ments so that unfavorable documents could be destroyed or other¬ 
wise concealed from the IRS. Lyman Spurlock and Marion M. Dendui, 
Scientologists involved in this operation, informed me of this 
operation. Also during this IRS investigation, my husband, Rick 
Aznaran, was ordered to remove and conceal any incriminating 
documents from certain locations. Ke was also directed to make 

r 

the computer network "raid proof". This involved creating a 
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system where incriminating documents could be deleted fro 
computer storage rapidly and before the IRS could obtain contrc 
over the .computers. 

24. In 1985, I attended a conference on "squirrels" attende 
by Miscavige, Starkey, Spurlock, and McShane, members of to; 
management, and others. In Scientology jargon, "squirrels" an 
people who use or practice seme procedures also used b; 
Scientology but who do not submit to the total control of th« 
Scientology organization and, perhaps most importantly, who do net 
pay a percentage of their auditing or counseling fees tc 
Scientology. At this meeting, David Miscavige ordered that public 
Scientologists be organized and motivated tc physically attack 
squirrels and disrupt their operations. This was stated to be 
pursuant to the standard guidelines of Scientology. Pursuant to 
such directives, efforts were undertaken to intimidate and disrupt 
these persons and their organizations. 

25. In 1961, operation "Juggernaut" was commenced. The 
purpose of this was to destroy Michael Flynn who, as stated above, 
was representing various plaintiffs with litigation against 
Scientology. This operation contemplated the use of infiltration, 

propaganda and attempts to persuade clients to turn against him. I 

I 

26. The Guardians' Office got into so much trouble, and 
worse yet got caught, that it was decided in the early 1980’s that 
the Guardians' Office should be disbanded. This was purely a 
public relations gimmick. In short, it was decided that the 
Guardians’ Office and Mary Sue Hubbard, its then leader, were.to 
take the rap for all criticism and improper conduct. This scheme 
was laid out in various written communications I observed in 1961 
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and 1982. (Of course, I was not allowed to keep or escape fro: 
Scientology with any such incriminating documents.) 

27. Since the early 1970's, Scientology has operated ; 
forced labor camp known as the Rehabilitation Project Force 
("RPF"). Staff members are incarcerated in the RPF for varioue 
real or imagined offense. People confined at this camp are forcec 
to perform hard physical labor every day. They eat rice anc 
beans, or left-overs,' and- wear rags. They are deprived of suf¬ 
ficient sleep. In 1987, I was confined in such a camp at Kapp> 
Valley for approximately six weeks. I worked all day and was 
confined in a room at night. To the best of my knowledge I was 
guarded 24 hours a day. They would not even let me shower alone. 
I had to obtain permission to use a bathroom. I was ill and not 
allowed tc obtain medical treatment. I was not allowed to com¬ 
municate with my husband nor was I allowed to obtain adequate 
sleep. I was told that I had gone insane and that my husband did 
not want to communicate with me. I was physically and psycho¬ 
logically abused both at Happy Valley and for numerous days 
thereafter in a process called "security checking". Much over¬ 
simplified, I was grilled on a primitive lie detector called an 
E-Meter ar.d made to understand that I would not be released, have 
my property returned, or escape fair game policy unless I even¬ 
tually gave all of the "right" answers. Examples of "right" 
answers were responses that I would not talk to a lawyer or 
consider suing Scientology.' I had to give such answers before 
being released. _ 

28. Recovering from the years of brainwashing, thought 
control and propaganda to which Scientology subjected me is a 
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gradual process that I do not fully understand. I an not z 
psychologist or psychiatrist and do not fully understand the 
ramifications of what I have been through although I can observe 
and experience many symptoms. I have many nightmares and a fear 
of Scientology. 

29. The suit brought by Richard Aznaran and myself is based 
upon real events that happened to real people, namely us. Just as 
my husband and I do not need Mr. Yanny to educate us on any 
secrets of Scientology, it is simply untrue that our .claims were 
somehow invented or manufactured by Mr. Yanny. The whimsical 
notion that Mr. Yanny invented this litigation through my husband, 
and me is simply false. 

30. My husband and I consider Mr. Yanny to be a friend. 
Further, it might be noted that Mr. Yanny was to serve as my 
personal counsel in a class action against Scientology and 
numerous individuals including myself. Recent events have changed 
this, however, there was a period of time when Mr. Yanny was 
purportedly designated as my personal counsel with the approval of 
Scientology. 

31. My husband and I feel quite strongly that we want Barry 
Van Sickle and the firm of Cummins & White to represent us in this 
case. Our reasons are both subjective and objective. We do not 
wish to list our subjective reasons, although w.e will do so if the 
Court requests it. Obj ectively, it might be noted that we had 
considerable difficulty finding counsel willing and in a position 
to undertake this extremely volatile, time consuming and expensive 
litigation. We are unable to pay hourly rates to pursue cur 
claims and need a firm willing to work with us on a contingency 
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fee basis. I anticipate great difficulty, delay and prejudice 
fcrcad to find ether counsel. 

32. * Based upon ny experience within Scientology and at 

litigant against it, I understand that this it not routine lit 
gation. If I ajn forced to find other counsel, prospective cour.s 

will be presented with the following situation! 

(a) A complex case that must be handled on a conti 

gency fee and cost- advanced basis; 

(b) A case that requires a litigation team and su 

star.tial financial resources; 

(c) A case involving an opponent who has a practice a 

history of suing opposing lawyers as a tactic in addition 
subjecting opposing lawyers to surveillance, depositions, ir.fl- 
tration, bad publicity and the full ramifications of the fair ga: 

policy; 

(d) A case where the opponent is not constrained by 
need to be cost effective, truthful, honest or reasonable; a: 

(o) A case that requires extraordinary securit 

precautions. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of t! 
State of California that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Executed this ff^ay of August, 1988, in Dallas, Texa: 





r ** n /^O 


VICKI J. 
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DECLARATION or DQ^OTtfV p-r-rj 

I, DOROTHY AHN PZTI, hereby declare and say as follows: 

1. Frcn April IS 87 until June 2S8S, I was employed as a 

0 

legal secretary at the Los Angeles law firr of Eerzig t Yanny 
I have direct and personal knowledge of the ratters set forth 
in this declaration and, if called as a witness, could and 
would' ccr.petently testify thereto. 

2. At the tire that I began working at Kerzig i Yanny, 

that fire was previdino rerular a*- 8 e--** 

* - wi*,- ie r 2 .i services 

to Religious Technology Center ("ETC"), Church cf Scientology 
International, Inc. (CSI-J , and Church of Scientology of 
California, Inc. ("CSC") and had been providing such services 
fer several years. This attcrnev-cl ** e~t re 1 a*' c-sh 'p va 
terminated in or about Decenber cf 1557. 

3. .On Friday, Kerch 28, 1988 , Lisa Kilske*, an associate 

• * *4 

at Eerzic & Yanny, asked re to spend the weekend at her bore. 
Kilske, who is the girlfriend cf Joseph A. Yanny ("Yanny") 
partner with Eerzic & Yanny, shares Yanny's Kerrosa Beach, 
California residence. 

4. Kilske told re that certain individuals who had 
terminated their affiliation with the Church of Scientolocv 
were meeting with Yanny that weekend and that she wanted re to 
observe the proceedings and give her r.y impressions. Kilske 
also told re that the individual's who were neeting with Yanny 
believed they had certain clairs against the Church of 
Scientology. 

5. When I arrived at Yanny and Kilske's Eerr.csa Beach 
residence on Kerch 18, 1988, Yanny and two other individuals 
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veer.er.d 

• Kerzig 

evicusly 

enplcyed 

present 

frer. tin 


vere aireaiy present. These ihdivicuais vere intrcdrted to he 
“ Bent Ccrydcn ("Ccrydcn") and Vicki Asr.arar. ("Asnarat-J. 
^ £VS s " r ' ce i e a~..ed that Ccrydcn vas / and is, invclved it 
litigation against Yanr.y's ferrer clients, ETC, CST and CSC. 

I have also learned that Atnaran vas dc-erly ktc's President 
and that she and her husband are also presently involved in 
against ?.TC and ethers. 

^* D-rir.c the weekend cf J ,a '*c' k is it:* r. , 

L- “ a ®/ ■‘•See, Ccrycor. spent 

et least one full day ar.d night at Vilske and Yanr.y's 
resicer.ee, while Azr.arar. stayed the whole weekend 
Yanr.y associate Kichard Wynne, whowa.previcu.lv 

-a- c. C r.s & V.-.ite, vas also present frer. tire to 

w«.*e.e d-jr-.roc t^iet Vc£X£T.d . 

7. During the course of the weekend, I observed numerous 
rsatiens between Yanr.y, Ccrydcn., Atnaran, Kilske and 
Wynne. Through these conversations, I learned that Azrarer, 
was no longer employed by ?.TC ar.d that she planned to initiate 
• ^ w ^ & ce i.ns t C £nd/c jt 6 c w j v q#* j r ,' 

either on her own behalf cr in conjunction with Ccrydcn. 

® ^ u p c r t ^ I ^62L2rd Co jry dc^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ d^* 

ret have the dir.ar.cial resources to hire eh attorney. Ver.-y 
responded that Ccrydcn's lack cf funds was not a prcbler. 

Ya.nny told Corydon that Vilske vas particularly coed at the 
sort of litigation they were discussing since she had been 
involved in similar litigation on behalf cf KTC, CSI and 
CSC during the tine that Yanny and Kerzig & Yanr.y represented 


converse - : 


then. 


I also observed Ccrydcn and -Azr.arar in close 
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conversation throughout the weekend. Prop vhat I overhe- 
their conversations, they were discussing events which had 
occurred at KTC'before the tire that Aznaran left the Chur 

• /°* DUring the Ve * k that followed the clandestine 

meeting described above c— V r? OT -, » 

-rydwn £-*- Aznaran had rany cent* 

V-.h herzig i Yanr.y, both in person and by telephone, i 

CiSerVei - the Kerzig t yerr.y C ff i=es 

r^r.ercus occasions d u ^ i ^^ 

9 *-**a- veeh. I also observed Xa-e- 

K,eS ** ( " K * SSM " ) ' 1 *«“ •**•»* - v ic « Azneren's 

!•**! --eseerch in Kerzig . y 2 ,,,„ s eff , e| 

that week. it appeared fro- t v e r —- c - • 

" e r -- er c - v asi ts and calls, 

>*o be a period of interse aotiv^ty 

22. Duri^c: __ , 

* - SS....6 V££,«J Vg^j^'p r v a • - 

# * id..r.y associate y* 

irieze (•• Crieco", tela re thez despite henry's iri .- s . e „ t “ 

“““ F««leip.t. ir. the planned levsuit broug^- 
gainst RTC, she was concerned abcu"- h’s p-»_ s 

epresentaticn cf interests adverse to those c * ?“c his 

nrr.er client. At one point during that week, eithe- G-<e-o 

r Kilske asked re to provide the- ..^v + v * , 

r v tr.e te^e~ v e-c> -»— 

f the CUifeSBi * *“*•• S*r Ethics Hotline, end I did sc^ ; 

le ” nei frcn Grie “ thet they hed celled the hotline to 
Ste...ine whether Yer.ny could ethicelly represent the Aznaran 

' the P r °P« ea isusuit in*t ETC. crieco told ne thet the 
“‘e E2r ceterr.ined thet yer.ny could not ethicelly represent 
e Aznerens egeinst his forcer clients. 

12. Vilske told ce thet suhsecue.nt to the cell to the 
hies Hotline, Thelne Kerzig, e.n etterney end the wife of 
rzig t Yenny pertner Albert Eerzig, ves inferred ehou- 
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Var ‘ Ry, ‘ activities preparing the Arnarar.s • lawsuit against 
Ke.zig £ Yanny's former client. I observed WilsJce and Grieco 
go into a meeting with Yanny and Thelma Herrig at Kerrig •i 
Yanny's offices. After the meeting Grieco told re that Kerrig 
an.orr.ed Yanny that he could not represent the Amarans 

against his fcrrer clients and that he should cease all such 
activity immediately.- 

13. 0.. Sa.urcay, Kerch 26, 15SS, I was again invited to 

spend the weekend at Kilske and Yanny's Kermosa Beach 
residence. When I arrive- er. Kerch 26, 1566, Ameren, ViUkt, 
Ye.-.r.y, Corydon end KecJ.ee vere present, es ves Ameren's 

hosher.d, Richard (Rich) Ameren. Later that eiternccn, Kvn.-.e 
Griecc 

3 ~ r ** e c —e-s. Tnrcugrout the day, they 
discussed strategy relating to the litigation which they 

planned to commence or. behalf of Aznaran against the Church c' 
Scientology. 

14 * Cr ' a r/Jr - her cf occasions during that weekend, I 
- .an..y *e_ss.«e Arnaran that he could represent the 
Amarans fiver, though KTC, CSI and CSC had been his client. I 
he ^ -<i--.y rake similar reassuring comments to Corydon. I 
also heard Yanny advise Arnaran regarding her proposed causes 

of action against K7C and the others and the consequent relief 
she should seek. 

15. Du.ing thaw weekend, I also heard Yanny explain to 
Acncran end Corydon thet he vould essi S n responsibility dor 
certain portions of the proposed lawsuit against H7C and 
others to Kilske, because she had conducted research in those 
areas at the time that Kerrig * Yanny represented p.TC, CSI and 
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esc. Yanny stated er.rhaticaliv 

-lcaiiy tc the attendees at this 

neeting that the suit fce t nd the e .,.„ 
vould cost v «ty* little,^ because the research tor it bed 
tlreedy been dene when Yanr.y end Wiiske represented RTC, CSX 

"" “ C ; Ccryicn jCkei ' vo«S the Church thin* if they 

kr.e.v [Wiiske] was vcrkino cn t v is 

' cn t *‘* s lss - e acainst the Church 

vher. she criginelly researched it for the Church?" 

IS. Yar.r.y also told these present that at the tine 
ViXs*e conducted the afcr.nentiened research cn behalf cf Arc, 
a._ CSC, her tir.e had been hilled at Yanny's substantially 
h.icher partner rate, and net at Wilske’s lav clerk rate. X ' 1 
these in attendance laughed tc hear that net cnly was the 

2T£ S 6 3 c ***** mm *. ^ . 

. S -— “= ie tSti-st it, but that the 

hhurch-had been overcharged for this research to begin with. 

1?. At ere point during the. weekend, I heard Yanny tell 

hese present that because c* h"* 

56 c ~ r *- s F-icr representation cf T~c 

C..u. w... c. Scientology, he could produce an "airticht" 
—plaint tnst then.. Yanny explained that havir.c been 
cunsel to --C, CSX and CSC for ta.-.y years, he knew'all cf 

he ‘ r weaknesses. He said that he knew which 

trategies had worked in past litigation against *xc, 

- r -e spe._._c argur.er.ts which had been difficult or 
possible for then to defend. , All cf the individuals present 
:ring this weekend seeding at Yanny-s hone participated in 
.is discussion, and I observed Wynne and wiiske taking notes, 
rticularlv when Yanny discussed the Church's litigation 

akn,esses. Yanny was pressing the others to file the planned 
naran suit right avav. 
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18. During the course of the weekend, I heard Yanny ask 
Wynne and Wilske to research certain issues and to draft 
certain portions of the planned Aznaran complaint. I later 
observed Wilske drafting certain docurents. Originally, I was 
asked to type docurents drafted that weekend, but that task 
was slater assigned to Terri Kehra ("Kehra") , a new Kerzig & 
Vanny secretary. Prior to her er.ployrent with Kerzig * Yanny, 
Kehra was a secretary at Cumins £ White. 

Cr - e cc was also present • during at least cr.e c x t v e 
r.ee^...wS held at Yar.r.y's here on the weekend of Kerch 26 and 
27, -1SE8. Grieco, who was er.ployed by Kerzig £ Yanny during • 
the tire that the fir: represented PTC, esi and CSC, was well 
aware of the planned Aznaran suit and Thelra Kerzig-s explicit 
instruction to cease all activities connected to t v e Xz~z^z~- 
litigation. 

20. At one point during the weekend, Yar.r.v, the 

^ a n aans, Co rv con, Wa^ske > ^ v. — _ ^ ^ • , , „ 

, ‘-•-e c„..e_s m attendance, 

reviewed « eight to tea inch eteck or docurents which Acr.trir. 

broeght to the besting. Vi.-.r.y told the others thee these 

documents concerned the Chtrch cf Scientology. After everyone 

hid reviewed ther., Arntren end Wilske left the house with ell 

of the documents. They liter returned with copies, which were 
siven to Yanny. ' 

21, At another point during the weekend, I was present 
iuring a conversation between Yanny and Ccrydcn regarding 
rorydon's claims against the Church. ‘Yanny counseled Ccrydcn 
regarding effective responses to difficult guesticr.s which 
>ere potentially damaging to Corydon during litigation. In 
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particular, Yanny coached Ccrydon hew to falsely claim that 
the Church had intimidated him. 

22. since Octcber_oi 1587, Ve.-.r.y he's beer. ettezitir. S to 
=e to ii °P t a sailer "cceched" ersver ir order to help 
hit. cover up his ir.volver.ert in e sitzeticn in ore of the ETC 
cas-es vhich resulted in sanctions being awarded aca-rst y,-~ v 
and P.TC. On or about October 6, 1SS7, Yanny ordered me to 
serve a "Notice cf holier, and Koticn to Ccr.pel the Testimony 
c- Alcricce" cn Defendants * counsel in Pel<c» e ,. s 
i_ e . c cl csv Center, et el., v. Pcb in Scott, et civ. 

£5-/11 (h?.?) (Ex) ar.d Pelirieus Techr.clcmv Cente-, e - ?i 
Larrv y cl3ershe- ^ ., S5-71S7 (h?.?(Ex), currently 

pending in the United States District Court for the Central 
District cf California. Although I served this motion, to 
:hS heSt Cf r ' y knowledge it vas later rejected for filing by 
:he clerk and no hearing vas ir. fact scheduled. The lav firm 
>f Shea t could, counsel for defendants in that case, 

■ he ; e£ :; er f -- e - a Holier, fer Sanctions against Kerzig i Yar.r.v 

’® rewcvsr ccs ^ a ^^^a**** v 

£ n vhich vas never 

lleo and for appearing at a hearing vhich vas neither 
cheduled nor held. In order to avoid these sanctions, Yanny 
old the judge, the Church, and opposing counsel that he had 
ever authorized the service of the motion. Then he attempted 
o get me to perjure myself by backing up his story. Yanny 
old me to say that the Church had ordered re to serve the 
ocunents and that he had nofdone so. He told me to say that 
he Church "intimidated me" into making such service. Yanny 
as attempted to get me to adopt this false scenario on at 

- 7 _ ' • * 000438 
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le “‘ thres eccssiens fill. The = 05 t recent etterpt 

occurred on or ebout Kerch 26 , 1SEE during ry visit to benny' end 

Vilske's residence. benny ves lecturing Ccrydcn end the others 
in ittendence ebout RTc"'s weaknesses he bed learned occasioned 
frc= being fcrrer counsel end dencnstreted the above line cd 
questioning to Ccrydcn by having re pretend to be the witness. 
Venny asked re, '•'Why did you serve those dccurerts? Why die ycu 
do that?" I responded, "because the Church told re to do that." 
benny continued, "Why did you do it if the church told you to; 
d-..'. you know that ycu should only co that if an attorney tells 
ycu to?" To which I responded as benny had coached re. "because 
I was intiridated by then." At that point, benny turned to 
Ccrydcn and said, *'See?" 

^2. Subsequent to the reetir.g with Kerzic, I observed 
fanny, Wynne and the Aznar.ans nesting at the offices of Kerzic 
6 Yanny. I heard Wynne tell the others that ke'knev an 
attorney vho could handle the Azr.arans* case against RTC, csi 
md CSC. Wynne and Yanny then inf cm-* =e that they were 

:cmg to Wynne's old fire, Cusasir.s £ Kbit a. They did not 
•eturn that day. 

24. During the week of March 28, 1586, Wynne r.ade 
unercus trips out of the office. Zach tine, he inforr.ed se 

haw h€ V£S S ° lng to Curjains £ White. Vilske and Wynne also 
nfomed r.e they were going to obtain a telecopier machine for 

anny's residence. Yar.ny also spent r.uch less tine at Kerzig 
Yanny than usual. 

25. At one point during thet week, 1 heerd the bell on 
Ke_.ic i be..,,y..teleccpter rachine ring while I was 
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working. Since the machine is next to ny desk, I could see 
that the incoming document was a draft cf the Aznaran 

complaint. The complaint had been sent to Vynne by the lav 

0 

fir= cf Curtins t White. When I tcld Wilske that this draft 
ccr.plamt had arrived, she took it free re and brought it into 
Wyr.ne. J s office. 

26. In cr about this tire period, I vas at ry desk when 
a DHL Courier delivered a package to Kerzig £ Yarr.y. When I 
opened this package, I saw that it-contained a declaration 
fror. Vicki Aznaran. I noted that this declaration referred to 
a $150,000.CO retainer. 

27. On cr about Friday, April 1, ISSS, I vas inferred by 
cr.e cf the ether office verkers at Kerzig £ Yar.r.y that the 
^ 2riar£ " s ' cor.plamt hac been filed and that Yanny vas actually 
present vhen.it vas filed. • 

2S . Since .the dates cf the clandestine reetir.gs at 
Yanny's here, as described in paragraphs 3 through 5 and 13 
through 2 2 above, Ccrydcn and the Azr.arans have been in 
constant telephonic ccr-.unication vith the lav firm cf Kerzio 
& Yanny. Further, on a number of occasions, Yanny has used an 
investigative service owned by Fichard Aznaran to service the 
needs of his clients. 

29. During .the tire that I vas erployed at Kerzig & 
Yanny, I became aware of certain irregularities in Yanny's 
relationship vith the Church. For example, Yanny routinely 
billed KTC for verk perfected by Wilske, then a lav clerk, at 
Yanny's substantially higher partner rate. Further, the 
office bookkeeper, Xva Faber, complained to re that Yanny vas 
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3 

routinely padding FTC's hills. 

2 

30. in cr about the second week of February 1568, an , 

3 

attorney and an’ETC Church representative care to Kerzig' J 

4 

Yanny's offices to pick up ETC's files so that new counsel 

5 

cc.ld sdeguately represent ETC. However, price to that date, 

6 

I had observed Kerris « Yanny's file clerk, David George, 

/ 

spend 3 days at the copy rachine copying dccure.nts which I 

8 

reoegnrred to be docur.er.ts frer. the ETC and Church of 

0 

Scientology cases. To the best of r.y knowledge, the copies 

10 

r.ade of the F.TC and Church files were not included in the 

n 

fries picked up by the attorney and FT C representative. 

12 

31. Yanny also retained possession of ccrputer diskettes 

13 . 

containing work that Kerzig & Yanny had performed for F.TC and 

34 

the other Churches of Scientclccv 

- - — e w.-.c «. h 6 r 21 c 

35 

& Yar.r.y represented these entities. In fact, even &*te~ 

3 6 

harzic i Yanny stopped representing FTC, CSI, and CSC, I 

37 

C ~ se-fcV£ ~ ^’•Isxe of wen print cut and utilize ccpies of * 

CO 

pi eatings and other documents prepared by Kerzig t Yanny er . 

39 

behalf of the Church. To the best of r.y knowledge, Kerzic £ 

20 

Yanny still maintains possession of these files and diskettes. 

23 

32. Although I believe that it-is necessary to exocse 

22 

the aforementioned activities of Yanny and the ethers, I an 

23 

extremely concerned about ny safety as a result of ry 

24 

testimony. The reason for my concern is that during the tine 

25 

that I vas employed vith Kerzig and Yanny, I observed Yanny 

26 

drink excessive amounts of alcohol and ingest large quantities 

27 

Ox harmful drugs, such as LSD and cocaine. Yanny often 

2S 

directed extremely emotional outbursts toward me and the ct v e~ 

-lo- * 000441 
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Kerzig t Yanny employees. During s 0 - B ♦*,„ 

* '"• e t..an cne such outburst, 

Yanny brandished a loaded . 

' Ilrei ~ *a<! » long-bladed knife. 

often told ae that «tmi +. 

Ee ^ at ' 1 11 treat you fine, but 

^ cross Ee because t*it *«• j 

cecause I 11 find you no nanner vhere you 

50 ■ 1 VlU hUnt yOU d0 ™-" ln «»t«t o.- Yanny's drug a-d 
£lCSh01 ibUS£ his behavior, I understood that' 

se vo.ds were a threat against ny person vhich would be 

cabled cut if I exposed the truth to vhich I have testified 
above. 

I eeda.-e under penalty of perjury toit the ton ,, 

true and correct. 

Executed this day of June, 1SS8 at Los Angeles 
California. 

_ 

• •; DOftOi.-.Y >_S'K p£~T • 
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DECLARATION OF WILLIAM NEIL 

I, WILLIAM NEIL, do hereby declare and state: 

1. I am over 18 years of age and a resident of the state 
of Texas. I am an attorney licensed to practice law before all 
the courts of the state of Texas. The facts contained in this 
declaration are based upon personal knowledge, and if called 
upon"to testify, I could and would do so competently. 

2. In 1987, Karen McRae, also an attorney, was employed in 
my office as a junior a s s ociate . In or around April, 1987, 

Vicki Aznaran, whom I know to be the sister of Karen McRae, also 
began working in my offices as a paralegal, under her sister. 
Vicki continued working in my offices until the Fall of 1987. 

3. While employed at my' office, Vicki Aznaran typed legal 
documents, drafted pleadings, and performed other similar work 
which would be done in a law firm by an associate or paralegal. 

I found Vicki Aznaran's services to be efficient and of high 
quality. Vicki was legally sophisticated and competent; 
indeed, I found Vicki so competent that I often gave work to 
Karen with the expectation that the work would be done by 
Vicki, and thus be done well. I never observed Vicki to be 
mentally or emotionally hampered or damaged. She never 
complained of any impairment, physical or mental, nor of 
nightmares or other trauma. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the 
United States that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed 
this ^ day of November, 1989, at Dallas, Texas. 
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PROOF OF SERVICE 


STATE OF CALIFORNIA ) 

) S S • 

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ) 

I.an employed in the County of Los Angeles, State of 
California. I am over the age of eighteen (18) years and not a 
party to the within action. My business address is 6255 Sunset 
Blvd., Suite 2000, Hollywood, California 90028. 

On November 9, 1989 I caused to be served the foregoing 
document described as MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR A 
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION on interested parties in this action by 
placing a true copy thereof enclosed in a sealed envelope with 
postage thereon fully prepaid in the United States mail at 
Hollywood, California, addressed as follows: 

Ford Greene 
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£WIS. D’AHATO 
tRISBOIS & BISGAARD 

LAWYERS 

SUITE 1200 
: i FIGUEROA STREET 
ANGELES, CA 90012 
(213) 250-1800 





LEWIS, D'AMATO, BRISBOIS & BISGAARD 
DAVID B. PARKER 
GRAHAM E. BERRY 
JAYESH PATEL 

221 North Figueroa Street, Suite 1200 
Los Angeles, California 90012 
(213) 250-1800 

JOSEPH A. YANNY, ESQ. 

1925 Century Park East 
Suite 1260 

Los Angeles, California 90067 
(213) 551-2966 * 




MAY 0 v 



ww i, 


BY MARGARITA REIN0S0, DEPUTY 


Attorneys for Amicus Curiae Joseph A. Yanny, an individual 
and Joseph A. Yanny, a professional Law Corporation. 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 


FOR THE COUNTY OF 


KELIG I UUb TEC HNULOGx UENTER7 

■St a IT 


Plaintiff, 




VS • 


■JOSEPH A. YANNY. 


>HYO- 

et al., 


Defendants. 


) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 


LOS ANGELES 

No. C 11 — vST' 

DECLARATION OF GRAHAM E. BERRY 
TO ALL EVIDENCE IN SUPPORT OF 
AMENDED AMICUS CURIAE BRIEF IN 
OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFFS' ORDER 
TO SHOW CAUSE RE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION AND SUPPORTING 
EXHIBITS 

Date: May 14, 1992 

Time: 8:30 a.m. 

Dept.: 86 

[Filed concurrently with Joseph 
A. Yanny's Amended Amicus 
Curiae Brief] 


I, Graham E. Berry, declare: 

1. I am an attorney duly licensed to practice before 
the courts in the state of California and I am a member of the law 
firm of Lewis, D'Amato, Brisbois & Bisgaard, attorneys of record 
for amicus curiae Joseph A. Yanny, Esq. in this action. 

2. I have personal knowledge of the facts contained in 
this declaration and could and would competently testify to those 
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facts if called upon to do so. As to those matters which are 
stated to be upon information and belief, I believe them to be 
true. 

3. This declaration is offered in support of Joseph A. 
Yanny's amicus curaie brief in opposition to plaintiffs' order to 
show cause re preliminary injunction. 

4. Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a copy of a document 
entitled mutual release of all claims and settlement agreement 
dated 12-6-86. ("The Armstrong Settlement Agreement.") 

5. Attached hereto as Exhibit B is a copy of a document 

entitled settlement agreement and bearing various dates in and 
around December 6, 1986. 

6. Attached hereto as Exhibit C is a copy of an order 
dismissing action with prejudice dated December 11, 1986. 

7. Attached hereto as Exhibit D is a copy of a minute 
order entered December 12, 1986. 

8. Attached hereto as Exhibit E is a copy of reporters 
transcript of proceedings, December 11, 1986. 

9. Attached hereto as Exhibit F is a copy of Reporters 
transcript of hearing dated August 6, 1991 in Religious Technology 
Center et al v. Joseph A. Yannv. et al . ("The Yanny II Injunction 
Hearing"). 

10. Attached hereto as Exhibit G is a copy of a 
memorandum of intended decision and accompanying minute order 
dated June 22, 1984. ("The Breckenridge Decision in Armstrong 
I") . 

11. Attached hereto as Exhibit H is a copy of the 
complaint in Vicki Aznaran and Richard Aznaran v. Church of 
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Scientology et al . ("The Aznaran Complaint"). 

12. Attached hereto as Exhibit I is a copy of a 
verified complaint in Religious Technology Center et al. v. Joseph 
A. Yannv . ("The Yanny II Complaint"). 

13. Attached hereto as Exhibit J is a copy of the 
verified first amended answer in Religious Technology Center et al 
v. Joseph A. Yanny et al. ("The Yanny II Answer") 

14. Attached hereto as Exhibit K is a copy of Reporters 
Transcript of Proceedings, December 23, 1991. ("The Geernaert 
Decision in Armstrong I") 

15. Attached hereto as Exhibit L is a copy of a letter 
and enclosure dated March 13, 1992 from Graham E. Berry of Lewis, 
D'Amato, Brisbois & Bisgaard to Laurie J. Bartilson of Bowles & 
Moxon requesting plaintiffs to release Gerald Armstrong from the 
provisions of the Armstrong Settlement Agreement with regard to 
Joseph A. Yanny. 

16. Attached hereto as Exhibit "M" is a copy of a letter 
from Gerald Armstrong to Eric Lieberman a Scientology attorney 
dated August 21, 1991 complaining of harassment, surveillance and 
terrorism. 

17. Attached hereto as Exhibit N is a copy of reporters 
transcript of proceedings dated March 3, 1992. ("The Dufficy 
Decision"). 

18. Attached hereto as Exhibit 0 is a copy of a meet 
and confer statement in Religious Technology Center et al v. 

Joseph A. Yanny ("Yanny II") which explains the Yanny II 
litigation and underlying facts. 

// 
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19. Attached hereto as Exhibit Pisa copy of a 
Declaration of Gerald Armstrong Dated March 16, 1992. 

20. Attached hereto as Exhibit Q are deposition 
excer2pts from the Deposition of Gerald Armstrong taken on 
Tuesday, March 17, 1992. 

21. Attached hereto as Exhibit R are deposition 
excerpts from the Deposition of Gerald Armstrong taken on April 
7, 1992. 


22. Attached hereto as Exhibit S is a copy of L. Ron 
Hubbard's Technique 88 "Control and Lying". 

23. Attached hereto as Exhibit T is a copy of 
"Suppressive Person Declare Gerry Armstrong." 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of 
the State of California that the foregoing is true and correct. 


Executed this 
California. 



day of May, 


1992 at Los Angeles, 
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>h,R EC1i ’S8S 

22un County Cicrx 

SUFZRIOR COURT OF THE STATZ OF CALIFORteX^iVt^ <<“,1, , . 

»r /\L/ va ^ 

TOR THZ COUNTY OF LOS ANGZLES ' ^^UTr 



IRALD ARMSTRONG, 

Cross-Complainant., 


iURCH OF SCIZNTOLOGY OF 
iLIFORNIA, a California 
srporation. 

Cross-Defendant. 


No. C 420 153 
(Severed Action) 


ORDZR DISMISSING ACTION 
WITH PREJUDICE 


I 

£ 

- 

Upon consideration of the parties* Stipulation for 
Lsmissal, the ’’Mutual release of All Claims and Settlement 
jreement” and the entire record herein, it is 
ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: 

1. That this action is dismissed with prejudice. 

2. That an executed duplicate original of the 
arties* "Mutual Release of All Claims and Settlement Agreement" 
iled herein under seal shall be retained by the Clerk cf this 
curt under seal. 


ated: December [/_ , 1986 




Kon. Paul G. Bz'edkenridce 
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DEPT: 57 


02C. 12,19S6 SUPE330R COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGEIS 


NOSAEiEp. G EH2C YT? 

NEXDGZ, JE judge 


P Pi_ET ' DeCu,y Cierlt 


Deputy Sheriff 

■- 

NONE ' Re?cr:e ' 

— (Parries end counsel checked if preser.?' 

HONE 

Ccur: Anenccnt 



C420153 Counsel for 

GERALD ARMSTRONG, 2— picintif; 


YS Counsel for 

2—— Defendcnr 

CHURCH 0? SCIZNTCLOGT 0? 

CAX.IPOENIA, 

j NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS: OPTIT^ 


The Cleric having "this date had conversations with counsel for 
cross-defendant, John G. Peterson, the Court finds that the 
document entitled "Mutual Release of All Claims and Settlement 
Agreement” referred to in the Joint Stipulation of dismissal 
as and executed copy and referred to in the Order Dismissing 
Action as an executed duplicated original, has not been filed 
with the court. 

Good cause appearing therefor, the Court orders that the County- 
Cleric may maintain the remaining six (6) exhibits in the- normal 
and regular manner of handling sealed exhibits. 
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minutes entered 
12 - 12-86 

COUNTY C- 5 -< 
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For the Cross 
L'cf cr.dar.t: 


(Appearances 
Continued Inside) 


PETERSON & ERYKAN 
By: JOHN G. PETERSON 

8530 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 407 
Beverly Hills, California S0211 



NANCY L. KARRIS, CSR No. 644 
Official Reporter 
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APPER PA NCES ; (Continued) 


For the Founding 
Church of Screntolocy 
ind Interveneri 

I 

I 


Also Present: 


MICHAEL LEE EERTZBERG 
Pro Hac Vice 
275 Madison Avenue 
New York,- New York 10016 


LAWRENCE E. KILLER 
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LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA; TH 


URSDAY, DECEMBER 11, 19£6; 4:03 ?.M. 
-oOo- 

TiiE COURTi All right. The? parties are here on Amstror.c 
s 12 s Church or wOi.sn^c2Loc tF # 

MR. FLYNN: VTe are here. 

After lengthy negotiations. Your Honor, between 
nyselr and Hr. Kertsberc on bebnlf of the Church and 
Ka_y Suo Euobard, we arc e;:trendy happy to report to the 
court that the court will not have to try this case, this 
counterclaim in March. 

The parties have resolved the cane to the satis¬ 
faction of Mr. Armstrong and to myself and to Mr. Kertzberg’s 
client. 

TH— COURT: How ‘about Miss Draac'ev' c " 5 

M3. DEAGCV-FVIC: I thin): I will go alone with it. 

MR. PETERSON: Maybe vp should icentifv ourselves for 
the record. 

COUP.T : Ve/ prch.iblv ^ c “*cd -? q^ 

' Vl ^* : Michael Flynn for Gerald Ar.tstrcnc. ; 

XS. DFASOJFVIC: Julie Dracojcvic fcr c r , la Arr.strcnc. 

KS. SELLER: Lawrence Keller, and 1 here in c . sc th „. e 
were ar.y questions. I had a little input in the settlement. 

KR. Pc.TEP.3CN: John Petersor. for the Church of 
Scientology of California. 

MR. KERTEEERG: Michael tpp Vp^*e'- srn ur„ ,, 

^ -CT r.cTV Sue 

Hubbard, who is the intervener in the underlying original case 
of the Church of Scientology against Gerald Armstrong. 00045 
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KR ‘ rLY ^v Pursuant to the settlement, Your Honor, the 
parties, have entered into a stipulation which ve will provide 
the court to have the return of all documents to the Church 

e * ce ?tion of nix documents which are currently unde” 
litigation' in United Scates versus Scientology, the case that 
•the government is trying to get six exhibits on, and the order 
that we provided to the court contemplates the exemption of 
those, cix exhibits. 

Ke have also entered into a stipulation with 
regard to the sealing of the. court records, and I believe 
• Kertzbero has copies. 

HR. PiTZRSON: I have the original of the stipulations 
and the order. I would present it to the clerk for filing 

ana she could give it to the court. Kicht want to follow 
along. 

i 

T ““ C0URT; ' J “ £Ve resd the proposed stipulation and 
orcer that have been submitted. And the question arises in my 

m._nd, about the coes this dismissal have anything at 

all to co with the underlying case that-is presently on 
appeal 7 

HR. FLYNN: It doesn't, Your Honor. 

Certain issues in that case are going to remain 
on appeal pursuant to. the stipulation of the parties. 

THZ COURT: Kell, won't those exhibits have to remain 
with the court? As that matter is still on appeal? 

HR. HZRTZEZRG: Your Honor — 

THZ COURT: I don’t mean the ones that are just sittinc 
down in the clerk’s office, but I mean the ones that have fa* er . 
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Inar ^ e< ^ £nd received either es an exhibit for identification or 
received in evidence in the case. 

KR. HrR.TZEERG: I don't believe they all do, Your 
Honor. . 

i 

I 

^ think that the court of appeal has chosen 
cert5 ^- n exhibits, a discrete number of them which they have 
before them and they have made that choice/ so I don't think - 
certainly as Your Honor has recognized/ none of the other 
documents would be affected/ and 1 don't know how many 

documents we are talking about that may be before the court 
of appeal — 

THE COURT: Kell, I mean, there is a problem. I don't 
know what the court of appeal is going to do. 

Let's assume they reverse it and send it back for 
a new trial. I assume these exhibits will still have to be 
used if the case is going to be retried on the underlying 
complaint. 

HR. FLYNN: Pursuant to the issues that are remaining. 
Your Honor, Z think that the parties' overall stipulation is 
such that we will not need those exhibits on any retrial if, 
in fact, there is a retrial. 

- think Mr. Armstrong is satisfied, ar.c I know 
am satisfied, that we won't need them. 

HR. KERTZBERG: Your Honor, that was a decision that is 
part of the agreement that was made, a very important part of 
it, may I add an indispensable part of it. And after 
Hr. Armstrong consulted with counsel, this is part of what we 
bargained for. Q0045S g 
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So they are willing to proceed on that basis, and 
1 don t think that the court should get involved, frankly. 

THr. COURT: VTcll, I an just trying to raise an issue 
^ e “ e * T den t want six menths downstream or a year somebody 
to start screaming, "Where arc these exhibits? We need to 
retry this case." 

the court cf appeal does one thing, they 
a..im, there may be a petition for hearing with the 

California Supreme Court or with the.United States Supreme 
Court.. 

Your Honor, ve contemplated all that. 

Tnat :s why these negotiations were so arduous 
2 -nd time consuming, and ve have arrived today, all those 
possibilities were discussed between our side‘and Mr. Flynn, ' 
and each side knows what they are bargaining for here. And 
Mr. Armstrong has signed a stipulation for return cf sealed 
materials and exhibits which is before Y Cur Honor. 

The order tracks that. It has the additional 
l_ncua 3 e -n thi.t at exempts from the scope of the return 
those documents that the federal court might be interested in, 
and that is what the agreement was between the parties. 

THE COURT: V.'hat exhibits does the court of appeal 

have? 

MR. FLYNN: I am not sure. Your Honor, but I suppose, 
havxng argued the appellate case, I suppose there is a simcle 
answer, also, to Your Honor's question in light of the 
stipulation. The appeals court could always simply request 
whatever exhibits it wants from the appellant in that ca<=e 
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Ti:Z COURT: in Los Angeles we call it appellant. 

HR. Fj-YNM: The appellant, whoever it is, then. 

THE COURT: That is with the French', Bostonian or 
something. 

I 

hr. HZRTZBERG: Your Honor, I an informed that the court 
°- appec._ i-sked for 50 documents and they have then. So for 

the moment, presumably those could not be returned by the 
clerk of this court. 

Tr ‘~ CCUHT: Ko11 ' i,: is the parties'* agreement, then, 
bU ‘ VhatEVer the - v hav * sot, the county clerk it no longer to 
be custodian o£ those and they will be returned to the parties 
b y stipulation of the parties. 


HR. 

EZRTZBERG: 

That is 

w*hat we stipulated to in 

vr i t in c. 

That is an 

integral 

part of this settlement. 

HR. 

PETERSON: 

And when 

the 50 documents ccme back _ 

TH3 

COURT: If 

it is vhs 

t the parties want tc do, it is 

okay with 

me. 



HR. 

PETZRSOK: 

And when 

the 50 documents ccme back 

the court 

of appeal. 

they also 

will be turned over to the 

Church. 



• 

THE 

COURT: I think that 

CCX2ZT w VCUlc T6CU,ilT0 EL 


further joint order or stipulation. 

lr. other words, 1 don’t want to turn those over 
if a remititur cones down, regardless of what it is, or tots 

clerk turns them over without knowing whether or not thev 
might be further needed. 

MS. KIKTZBEF.C: We agree to that right now. 

M? " That would be agreeable. 000401 
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TK« COL*JIT: Just, by stipulation of the parties, it can 
be releasee at that time. 

HR. KELLER: Your Honor, for what little I can give, 

this insight vas accurate. 

1 

This vas an issue that vas discussed at length * 
between the parties when negotiations were going on. 

HR. FLiYTN: It is apparently contemplated in 
paragraph 3 of the proposed order. Your Honor. 

TKI COURT: V/ell, this implies that immediately when 
they £ re returned that they be immediately turned over to 
the Church without any further — 

MR. FLYNN: That is agreeable. 

•MR. That is agreeable. 

MR. FLYNN: To Mr. Armstrong. 

MR. KiRTZBZRG: This is part cf this rather cons' 1 
; f * occss that ve have all agreed on.■ 

Ir.z. COURT: What is this — under this stipulated 
sealing order paragraph 2 provides that the entire femaininc 
records of this case, save only this crcor, the order cf 
dismissal of the case, and then the order necessary to 
effectuate this order and the order cf dismissal, are agreed 
to be placed under seal of the court. 

"What is it that you have in mind, the file 

itself? 

MR. KIRT2SERG: Yes, Your Honor. That is the procedure 
that the Church has insisted on and all courts have agreed to 
m various other Scientology cases involving Mr. Flvnn anc 
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•MR. FLiRj*: We settled, Your Honor, sever’ol cases in 
±.he fece.e. Q.-st.rict court in Tampa, Florida and recently six 
cases in the federal district court in Los Angeles. 

THH COURT: I just want to knew vhat is contemplated so 
the clerk won't be running around and -- 

yj>.. Fi,Y?CR: I’d say the entire record, I mean the 
court file. 

ir.z. COURT: There vas a reporter's transcript. There 
w.s on oricj^u-il end copies prepe-red. 

Of course, those went to the court of appeal. 

MR. FLYWK: . Whatever is in the physical possession of 
the court — 

lr ~ '- OJRT: 1 S^esa we are talking just basically this 
multiple set of files will be placed under some kind of seal. 

MR. HHRT7.HF.RG: Your Honor, presumably any materials 

Lh-t cone from the court o~ un-.en'i t. ,• 

~ c n d*- ’ir.tecret.ee 

ujidor that seal. 

T ““ COURT: Yes. That would be so understood;' 

Of course, there have been i::,-. UIV ira::l,; people in 
the _nte.L. who hc.ve come forward and examined the file. I 
haven't the slightest idea who all these people are, but 
certainly ve can’t co back and retract from them whatever they 
^ £Ve seen or observed or cooied. 

MR. HERT2.&ERG: We understand, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: All right. Then, the court will sign the 
respective ordere„ 

^s that zi 1 i f* 

Ml.. FLYHK: Thank you. Your Honor. 
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